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HE mind of man is too often prone fo receive with an unfa- 

vourable impreſſion, charges that are brought forward to crimi- 
nate an individual, and when thoſe charges are ſubſtantiated to the 
ſatisfaction of twelve men ſworn to do juſtice, it would be diſ- 
reſpectful to them, not to give credit to their verdict. A perſon con- 
victed muſt therefore make out ſomething more than a probable caſe 
in his favour before he can pretend to aſk mankind to exculpate him 
from a charge ſo confirmed. Mr. Jolliſfe labours under this difficulty, 


but thinks it a duty he owes to himſelf to lay before the World the evi- 


dence brought againſt him that they may be enabled to judge of his 
conduct. In order that the whole caſe may be underſtood, it is 
proper for him to ſtate his ſituation, in the neighbourhood where he 
In the year 1789, he bought a large property for which a gentle- 
man near him had been in treaty, but of which that gentleman was 
diſappointed. Mr. Foll:ffe is the only acting magiſtrate living within the 
hundred of Rejigare; but ſome other Juſtices who come monthly from 
London and other diftant places to an inn in Reigate, (with the advice 
and aſſiſtance of an attorney of great wealth and power) execute the judicial 
buſineſs of the hundred. The interference of an active magiſtrate who 
lived on the ſpot, and who is acquainted with the local circumſtances of 
the country, it may be ſuppoſed, gave offence to thoſe who are fond of 
power; every oppoſition was made to Mr. Jolliſe's wiſhes reſpecting the 
pariſhes where he had ſo large a property, and he had no reaſon to 
hope that thoſe magiſtrates would accept his recommendation of over- 
ſeers of the poor, for the pariſh of Chigſted. ” 
The burden of the poor is almoſt univerſally complained of; in this 
pariſh it amounted to one-fourth of the groſs rents of the whole pariſh, 
although there were not any real paupers in the place, but the money was 
very improperly applied. Lo correct this evil, Mr. [Foll;fe appointed, 
wad the advice of counſel, as to the legality of the act, three of the 
moſt reſpectable farmers in the pariſh, to be the overſeers of the poor, and 
for ſo doing an information was exhibited againſt him in Trinity term 
1790, by Mr. Fanſhawe, the gentleman who wiſhed to purchaſe the eſtate 
er mentioned, in conjunction with the attorney, who is clerk to the 
juſtices who come to Re:gate on the ground that ke had proceeded cor- 


ruptly. | 
WR „ | | Every 


ä | 

Every poſſible report injurious to Mr, 5o//;fz's character was ſpread 
with :nduftrh. In order to correct the effects of ſuch unjuſt reports, 
he thought it neceſſary to print an account of his conduct. For fo 
doing, another information was exhibited for a libel againſt Mr. Fan- 
hawe, in Michaelmus term 1790. The evidence on the trial is here 
+ Inſerted, and on that evidence Mr. Jolliꝶe was ſentenced to an impriſon- 
ment in the King's Bench for fix months and a fine of- 100 J. for /uch 


libel and uch publication. The libel being tried firſt, there was a po- 


ſitive engagement entered into, in the preſence of the judge, that all fur- 
ther proceedings ſhould ceaſe, notwithſtanding which, the original infor- 
mation was again brought on at the laſt aſſizes at Kingſton, during Mr. 
olliffe's confinement, where he was not permitted to attend, and there- 
fore had no opportunity of making that defence in perſon which he 1s 
perſuaded would have exculpated him; and he muſt be contented 
in 3 of himſelf to ſtate the evidence for the opinion of the 
world. 1 - . . 

The judge's report, Mr. 7elliffe's exculpatory affidavit, and his 
ſpeech in court, are ſtated with accuracy, as taken by a ſhort-hand 


writer; and he flatters himſelf after reading theſe with attention, the 


Public will be of opinion that he acted from motives of advantage to all 
the occupiers in the place, and that it was an exertion of his autho- 
rity, which in his circumſtances became a duty. : 


The Information for the Libel fates, 


That the coroner and attorney giveth the ſaid Court to underſtand and 


be informed that ſuch iſſue as aforeſaid, having been ſo joined as 
aforeſaid, upon the ſaid information the ſaid iſſue ſtood for trial, and was 


intended and about to be tried by a jury of the county, at the aſſizes 


holden at King/ton upon Thames, within and for the ſaid county of Surry, 


on Medneſday the 23d day of March, in the 31ſt year aforeſaid, and that 
the ſaid William 7olliffe, unlawfully, and wickedly, and corruptly de- 


deſigning and intending to pervert the due courſe of juſtice, and to 
influence the ſaid then intended trial of the ſaid iſſue, ſo joined upon the 
ſaid information as aforeſaid, in favour of the ſaid William 7olliffe, by in- 


ſinuating that he the ſaid /77!l:am Tall, was not guilty of the premiſſes 


ſo charged upon him as aforeſaid, and that the ſaid proſecution againſt 
bim the ſaid William Tolle, was malicious and groundleſs, on the 25th 
day of March, in the z iſt year aforeſaid, with force and arms, c. at 
Kingſton upon Thames, in the ſaid county of Surry during the ſaid aſſizes, 
there and whillt the ſaid iſſue ſo joined upon the ſaid information as afore- 
' ſaid, ſo ſtood for trial and was intended and about to be tried as aforeſaid, 
did wickedly and unlawfully publiſh, and cauſe and procure to be pub- 
liſhed, a certain printed paper touching and concerning the matters for 
whichtheſaid information, fo about to be tried as aforeſaid, had been exhi- 
bited, which faid printed paperwas and is to the tenor and effect following, 


that is to ſay, (vide the next count) with the intent thereby wickedly 
and corruptly to pervert the due courſe of juſtice, and toginfluence the 
faid then intended trial of the ſaid iflue, fo as aſoreſaid, joined upon the 


laid 
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\ faid information ſo filed againſt him, the faid William Jolliſfe, as aforeſaid, 
| in favour of him the ſaid William 7olliffe, to the great hindrance and 
obſtruction of the due and impartial adminiſtration of juſtice, to the 
evil example of others in the like caſe offending, and againſt the peace 
of our ſaid lord the king, his crown and dignity. | 


Second Count. | 


That the ſaid coroner and attorney, further giveth the ſaid Court to 
underſtand and be informed that the ſaid William Jolliſſe, being a perſon 
of wicked and evil minded diſpoſition, and contriving, and wickedly, and 
| maliciouſly intending to injure, and defame the faid John Fanhhawe, (he 
© the ſaid ohn Fanſhawe, then and there being a good, peaceable and 
worthy ſubject of this realm, and to aſperſe and vilify the character and 
reputation of the ſaid hn Fanhhawe, and to bring him into contempt 
and hatred, by inſinuating that the ſaid laſt charge ſo made againſt him, 
the ſaid William Zolliffe, as laſt aforeſaid, was malicious and groundleſs, 
and that the ſaid 7% Fanſhawe, had unjuſtly and from reſentment to 
\ wards the ſaid William 7alliffe, ſtirred upon and invented the means of 
making ſuch charge on the 25th day of March, in the * year aforeſaid 
with force and arms, &c. at Kingſton upon Thames, aforeſaid, in the ſaid 
county of Surry, pending the ſaid laſt mentioned information, and before 
the ſame was determined, did unlawfully, wickedly and maliciouſly pub- 
| liſh, and cauſe and procure to be publiſhed, a certain ſcandalous, mali- © 
cious and defamatory libel of and concerning the ſaid laſt mentioned 
5 charge, againſt him the ſaid William Jolliſe, and of and concerning him 
the ſaid John Fanſbarbe, containing therein, (among/t other things, cer- 
tain ſcandalous, malicious, and defamatory matter, of and concernin 
him, the ſaid 7% m Fan/hawe, to the tenor and effect following, (that 7s 
to ſay,) ** The groſs rental of the pariſh of Ge (meaning the ſaid 
 « pariſh of Chipſted in the ſaid county of Surry,) is 1036 J. 175. 6 d. a 
« year, there are about thirty houſes in the place, (again, meaning the 
« /aid pariſh of Chipſted,) and not more than 4 or 5 real paupers, and 6 
& or 8 fatherleſs children, 75 it is burdened with a poor rate of 5s. in 
+ the pound, rack-rent, Mr. 7olliffe, (meaning the ſaid William Jol- 
„ liffe, is owner of near half the pariſh, (meaning the ſaid pariſh 8 
4e ſted,) and when his eſtates (meaning the eſtates of the ſaid William 
J jolliffe, in the ſaid parts V Chipſted,) were to be let, he (meaning 
a « the Jaid William Jollifte,) found thoſe who applied to take them, 
« (meaning the eftates of the /aid William Jolliffe,) were unwilling on 
| © account of the miſmanagement of the poor, (meaning the poor of the 
id pariſh of Chipſted,) to treat with him, (meaning the ſaid William 
<« ſolliffe,) he (again meaning the ſaid William Jolliffe,) was therefore 
c adviſed by his ſurveyor and ſteward, (meaning the 3 and fleward of 
© him the ſaid William Jolliffe, to take that burden on himſelf, (meaning 
% himſelf, the ſaid William Jollitfe,) as they (meaning the ſaid ſurveyor 
« and ſteward of the ſaid William Jolliffe,) imagined that if proper perſons 
ere appointed pariſh officers, (meaning officers of and for the ſaid pa- 
« ;/h of Chipſted,) it would greatly reduce that expence, he (meaning him 
__ the ſaid William ſJolliffe,) — attended the veſtry, (meaning the ve 7 
| + | $0 


* of the ſaid pariſh of Chip/ted,) at the nomination pf churchwardens 
* (meaning the churchwardens of the ſaid pariſh of Chigficd) ; and finding 
< that the INSERIOR (meaning inferior) perſons in the pariſh (meaning the 
aid pariſh of Chipſted), who had conducted the buſineſs, were determin- 
«ed to continue the fame Jucrative employment to themſelves, he (meaning 
himſelf the ſaid William Folliffe) conſidered how it was poſſible to cure 
< tie evil, having no reaſon to hope that the magiſtrates, who have for 
* ſome time acted at Re:gate (meaning Reigate inthe jaid county of Surry) 
* would be inclined to favour his (meaning his the ſaid William {olliffe's) re- 
* commendation of overſeers of the poor {meaning the over/cers of the pot 
H the /aid pariſh of Chipſted); and having taken the advice of counſe „ as 
« to the legality of the meaſure, he (meaning he the ſaid Wib iam Jolliſße) 
„ SELT (meaning felt) it his (meaning his the ſaid William 7olliffe s) duty to 


„ uſe the means in his (meaning the ſaid Miiliam olliſſe's power) power of 


< doing an act ſo beneficial tothe whole pariſh (meaning the ſaid pariſh of 
&« Chipjted); and he (meaning thejaid IVilliam Jolliffe) therefore procured the 
c appointment of the moſt ſubſtantial perſons in the pariſh meaning the 
c faid pariſh of Chipſted to be overſeers of the poor (thereby alluding to and 
meaning the ſaid appointment of overſcers of the poor of the /aid pariſh 75 
„ Chif/tea, ſo as gforeſaid charged and alledged to have been corruptly made 

& him the ſaid William Jolliffe). This ſtep (thereby again alluding to and 


« meaning the ſaid appointment of overſeers of the poor of the ſaid pariſh of 


“ Chipſted, ſo as aforejaid charged and alluded to have been made by him the 
cc kit William 7olliffe) which took from ſome a Jucrative office, and from 
& others the expectation of benefit, in their turn; and in particular, de- 


ce prived Mr. Fanſhawe (meaning the ſaid John Fanſhaweof the/aid pariſh af 


* Chifjted, Eſq; ) of what power he (again meaning the ſaid John Fanſhawe) 
c po dee I that place (meaning the ſaid pariſh of Chipſted! gave him 
(again meaning the ſaid John Fanſhave) a handle of exerciſing his re- 
c ſentment againſt Mr. 7 (meaning the ſaid William olliffe) for having 
ec purchaſed the eſtate which he Mr. Fanſhawe (meaning the jaid John Fan- 
ce ſhawe) wanted to poſleſs : he (again meaning the ſaid John Fanſhawe) 
© therefore invented the means of ſtirring up a charge of corruption as a 
“e magiſtrate (thereby alluding to and meaning the ſaid charge fo made againſt 
& him the ſaid William J as aforeſaid , and alſo meaning and inſinuating 


& that ſuch charge was groundleſs and malicious) againſt him (meaning the 


id William ;oll:iffe) and affirmed that he (again meaning the ſaid William 


« Jolliſſe) made the appointment (meaning the Jaid appointment of over- 


ce (pers of the poor of the ſaid pariſh of Chip/ted, ſo charged and ulledged to 


tt have been corruptly made by him the feid William Jolliffe ns efore/aid) 


cc not to reduce the pariſh expences (meaning the expences of the ſuid pariſh. 


« if Chipfted) ; but to keep down the rate on his own eftate (meaning the 
* tate of him the ſaid Milliam 7ollife, in the ſaid pariſh of Chip/ted of which 
ec he mening the / id John Fanſh:we) reported he (meaning the ſaid William 
« 77olliffe) had raiſed the rents to a very great amount. The copy of the 
original rate, at 25.62. in the pound, with the rents, and of the rate 
„ made by the overſeers (meaning the overjeers of the poor of the ſaid pariſh 


4 of 7 om appointed in defiance of his (meaning his the ſaid William 


« 7olliffe's) wiſhes, with the rents are as under. os 


3 
— — . 
* 


3 
— — — — — 
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charged and alledged to have been __ overſeers of the poor of the 
* . . - .* 


an | 


| O14 Rent as by former Rates. ſ New Rent az flated by preſent Overſeers, 
ac 2 | F aps 1 | $2 Lo Fra 
«115. My. Stone 14 76 14+, Mr. Jolliſße 1150 
6c 1. en, 1 176 118. Ar. Stone 14 7 6 
« 73. Mr. Bailey - g 2-6 116 10. Ar. Shurman 14 10 0 
« 8. Mr, Longley i © 0 | 8. Mr. Longley 3 
1 2, js 1 * | = | _ Jum * 2 6 
56. Mr. butt — 7 900 . 7. Bu | 3 
„ 52. Mob „ 3 I6.Fim te 
. Mr. v . r. Fri 10 
"0 5 Mr. Shire : 2 G 20. Mr. 1 2 10 0 
7 9. Mr. Frida 1 2 6 is, Hr. Mugridge 1 17 6 
20 Mr. Mugridge 2 100 3. Mr. Clarke o 7 6 
% 23. Mr. Killick 2 17 2 | 
« 3. Mr. Clarke o 7 6 [3 561 10 L. 70 2 6 
495. £ 61 16 3 | | 


Ry this it appears that the increaſe, according to the moſt exaggerated 
e ſtate of his (meaning the ſaid William Folliffe's) adverſaries, is only an 
« increaſe on the whole eſtate (meaning the aforeſaid e/late of the ſaid Milliam 
„% "Folliffe, in the ſaid pariſh of Chien) of 661. 10s. a year: a rate of 25, 
« 64. in the pound on that ſum, will amount to 8 J. 6s. 3d. Now con- 
v traſt that with the ſavings of half the expences incurred in maintaining 
the poor {meaning the poor of the ſaid pariſh of Chipſted), which laſt year 
<* and ſeveral preceding years, amounted to 5 s. in the pound, and on the 
* whole rents of the pariſh (meaning the ſaid pariſh of Chipſted) which are 
© 10;6/. 17 5. will produce 129/. 115. 23d. to the whole pariſh (again 
* meaning the ſaid pariſh of Chipſted) and to Mr. Folliffe (meaning the ſaid 


William Folliffe) in particular 61 /. 65. 3 d. ſuppoſing only a ſaving of half 


* the expence, by appointing proper pariſh officers ; but Mre 7olliffe 
„meaning the ſaid lian Folliffe) is clearly of opinion that a reduction, 


© conſiderably larger, might be effected. Add to this an 2 175 againſt 


* an unequal rate would have defeated the object in the firſt inſtance; 
let any impartial man, therefore, judge which was the motive that ac- 
< tuated his conduct (meaning the conduct of him the ſaid William 7olliffe) in 


© the making of the ſaid appointment of overſeers of the poor of the pariſh 


of Chipſted, ſo charged and alledged to have been made by him the ſaid 
© /illiam 7olliffe as aforeſaid, whether by a fraudulent rate to fave 8/. 68. 3d. 
or leſs if the rzte was in a leſs proportion, or to fave 129/. 115. 2d. 
at leaſt to the pariſh (meaning the ſaid dd of Chipfted' at large, and 
611. 65. 34. to himfelf (meaning the /aid William Folliffe) or more if the 
© expences were diminiſhed in a greater degree. The affidavits of his 
*© enemies (thereby alluding ts and meaning the ſaid affidavits ſo as aforeſaid 
* made and exhibited to the ſaid Court upon the aforeſaid application to the 
* /aid Court for the ſaid information againſt the ſaid William hes) do not - 


© aJledge any fact to prove his (mean ng the ſaid William 7olliffe's) deſire to 


have an unjuſt rate, and the overſeers (meaning the ſaid perſons ſo 


aid 


EST . 5 
« Hd pariſb of Chipſted by the ſaid William Jollige as afore/aid) ſwear poſi- 

2 del raſh * — the ſaid William Folliffe) never applied to them _ 
* for that purpoſe, nor indeed was in his (meaning the /aid William 
& 7elliffe's) contemplation.” | 


4A 
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| The Examination of CARPENTER SMITH, EY; at the Trial to prove the 


Publication of the Libel. 


RICHARD CARPENTER SMITH, £/q; vorn. Examined by Mr. Garrow. 


Q. l believe you are a magiſtrate of this county? 
A.—I am. | | | Bon 
2. Did you attend at the laſt aflizes ? 
. 2-1 don't know whether you was on the grand jury at the laſt aſ- 
zes! | | 
A. was upon the grand jury at the laſt aſſizes, my Lord. 
A:. Of courſe you was attending in the town of King/ton upon Thames, 
where the aſſizes were held, during the aflizes ? 5 8 
 A.—I was. © | | | 3 5 | 
2. Be ſo good as to look to that printed paper that was annexed to 
your former affidavit ? Sa ; 3 | 
_ A. There is my mark upon it. 
2. From whom did you receive this printed paper? 
A. I received it from Mr. 7olliffe. pos 
2 did you receive it, Mr. Smith. | 
.—On Friday the 25th day of March laſt. | 
.Was that, Sir, after the commencement of the aſſizes? 
A. Ill believe the commiſſion day was on the Fedne;day, and this was 
on the Friday. | 3 8 EO In 
Was it before the day appointed for the trial of the information 
againſt Mr. Jolliſſe? | | | | : 
A.—It was before the trial, and before the jury were called, it was not 


till the Monday after? 


Alt was after the appointment of the day for trial? 
. Il fay, I ſuppoſe the cauſe to have been fixed for trial among others. 
Did I underſtand you right, or miſrepreſent you, when J ſuppoſe 
you to have ſaid it was after the appointment of it for trial 
A,—No, I did not ſay any ſuch thing. 1 don't believe it was appointed 
till the Saturday; but I ſuppole every trial was appointed on the commil- 


ſion day? 8 | 
Kg was after the commiſſion day, and before the day of trial ? 


Et certainly was. ; | | 
9.—Do you know, from being preſent in court afterwards, whe- 
ther this was a ſpecial jury cauſe ? ' 1 
A.—] do. | . 


| [ 9 ] 

.I don't know whether I aſked you whether you received it in the 
aſſize town? | | | 

A.—1 did, Sir. | 

Mr. 7u/tice Gould. The cauſe came on for trial on Monday? 

Mr. Garrow.—Yes. | | | 

Mr. Juſtice Gould. And this tranſaction took place on the Friday? 

Mr. Erſtine.— The Friday ſubſequent to the commiſſion day, the 
cauſe ſtanding for trial; a ſpecial jury upon the record. 

2. Did you receive this paper ſingly, or did you receive more at the 
ſame time? wo | 

A.—T received four doubled together. 

Mr. Juſtice Gould. What time of the day was it? | 

A. At was ſome time in the forenoon, but I cannot exactly ſay to half 
an hour; I ſhould ſuppoſe ſome where ahout twelve o'clock, but I will not 

be particular. I had a great deal of buſineſs to do in the town. = 

Where was it delivered—ina houſe or in the ſtreet ? 

In the ſtreet of King/ton. | 
2. Will you be ſo good to recollect, if you can, if Mr. Jolliſe ſaid 
any thing on the delivery of the paper to you? 

A. — Mr. 7olliffe and myſelf were in converſation : I cannot now exact- 
ly remember the converſation; but I believe it was ſomething reſpecting 
the buſineſs ; of the cauſe I cannot ſay exactly, either when it would 
come on, or what it was; Mr. Jolliſſe gave me thoſe papers, andaſked me 
when he gave me thoſe papers, as I ſtated in my former affidavit ; he aſked 
me if I had ſeen any of thoſe papers. I was about to open the little parcel 
of papers to read them (I ſhall give you a fair account of what it was, 
though it is painful to me). I was about to open the paper, to read them, 
to ſee what [they contained, Mr. 7olliffe defied I wauld put them into my 
pocket, which 1 did, without either reading them, or being told what the 
contents were, or knowing what it was, or without any further converſa- 
tion reſpecting them. . f 

Court. Q. Reſpecting them? N 
| A.—ReſpeRing the papers, for I did not underſtand what they were, 

when I ou them into my pocket. | on 5 

| _ you any converſation upon other ſubjects ? 

Ves. - | | 
,—You did not know the contents till Saturday night? 
II cid not. | ; . 
What became of any of thoſe papers? did you deliver any of them, 
and how many to any other perſon OE, EV, 
A. I delivered two. 
D. To whom? 
To Doctor Weller. 
Upon what day? 
On that day | | 

9. Upon the Friday or the Saturday ? _ „ 

5 „ the Friday —it may ſeem extraordinary my ſaying, I 
know nothing of them I ſhould with I might give an account of that de- 


livery. 


G 


<a. 


2 tr nn —— 


[ 10 ] 
2 Whether of theſe papers you received from Mr. 7oll;fe, you gave 


any to doctor Meller? 
A.—] did two of them. 
 ©D,—At the ſame time? 5 | 
A. No, at different times, I think on the Friday that is the paper 
that is one that is not diſtributed. 5 | OE 
© That is one, that was never out of your poſſeſſion — You put 
the initials of your name upon it? „„ | 
A.—Yes, Sir, that is one of thoſe, it is one of the papers that were deli- 
vered to me by Mr. Jolliſſe. 1 am not quite certain of that, if it is one that 


* 


was ſworn to in court, as being delivered to Doctor Heller. 


A. Had you any of them papers delivered to you before the Saturdax? 
.I am aſked it I knew of any of thoſe papers before Saturday. 


I did not receive any before. 


,— The paper he holds in his hand, if I underſtand him right, he ſays, 
was delivered to doctor Weller — Are you able to ſay whether the paper 
which is annexed to your affidavit was one of thoſe you kept in your 
poſſeſſion, or one of thoſe you gave to doctor Weller? | 

A.— I will not ſay it agrees; here is one of the papers, if the gentleman 
thinks proper to examine it. | EPR} | 3 

How many have you in your poſſeſſion of theſe papers? 

A. have, I believe, one locked up at Erwel/, and one in my hand. 

© —Do you recollect whether any body in Court marked that paper? 

A. II don't remember. YER . | 

Mr. Juſtice Gou/d.— You marked that paper in Court? 8 

A—] don't remember, my Lord. I brought two papers into Court, part 
of the four which Mr. % /e delivered to me; the other two were pro- 
duced as the two papers delivered by me to doctor Weller. + 

9.—Do you happen to recollect whether, upon an objection to your 
ſwearing to a paper, it being of thoſe that were delivered to doctor Weller 
Do you remember ſome body ſuggeſted to you to mark it - whe- 
ther it was not ſuggeſted to you to mark it and re-ſwear it; and whether 
this interlineation was made in writing, and re-ſworn in court. You © 
obſerve the words, one of which is hereunto anrexed. Do you remem 
ber if that in the poſſeſſion of doctor Meller was the thing annexed - and 
whether, uf on your objection, theſe words were interlinod, and it was 
re- ſworn with that interlineation ? > © | 

Al. It certainly is ſo interlined, but J don't recollect it: I remember 
marking the paper in order that I might know that was one of the pa- 

rs. = ©: | 

2. —Obſerve, Mr. Smith, ſee—how it ſtands, one of. thoſe papers is 
hereunto annexed? : | 

A,—Yes. Pn. | | 

2. Do you recolle& objecting to thoſe words being inſerted, unleſs 
one of tie papers ſhould be annexed, which you could ſwear poſitively to 
by it coming out of your cuſtody ? | 

A.—l e e By 0 : | 

S. Hut the thing annexed you have, no doubt, was one of the papers? 

Z—No, I have no doubt of it. ; n 8 . 


, 


Mr. 


fn 1 5 
Mr. Carromo. The paper now produced and marked with his initials, 
as one of the four he received from Mr. 7ol!ffe ? | | 
A. —Certainly. | 5 | 
Mr. Glover wos deſired to attend while the paper tuas read.] 
 _ 2.—Mr. Smith you have ſaid that you have no doubt this is one of the 
papers you received from Mr. Jolliſſe? | | 
4.—1 think it is. 
6 P_—_ gave two of thoſe papers to doctor Weller? 
 A— 5 ' 
2.—Y ou have two now in your poſſeſſion ? | | 
A. have one in my hand, and [ think I have the other locked up. 
2,— Conſequently, of the two remaining in your cuſtody, this is not 
8 5 | 15 5 
A.- No. | FE - TE 
4 hen you gave that to doctor Weller, did you make any remark 
upon it! | | 
A.—No, Sir, I did not know what it was. | ; 

. Have you any other reaſon except doctor Meller producing them 
in court, and ſwearing to it: have you any other reaſon for knowing that 
this is one of the four you received from Mr. Jolliße; or in other words, 
one of th# two you gave to doctor Weller? # 

A. aave ſome diſtant recollection there was ſome diſpute reſpecting 
the fou, papers; and Ido believe that marked is one of thoſe that was gi- 
ven to me by Mr. 7ollffe. „„ 

Mr. Pigott.—I am afraid my queſtion is not underſtood; there is no 
doubt at all this is one of the papers produced in court by Doctor Meller. 
That is not the object of my queſtion: my queſtion was to know, Whe- 
ther you not having read thoſe papers, and not having made any mark 
upon the papers before you delivered them to Doctor Weller; whether, 
ſuppoſing Doctor Weller had never appeared or come into court, whe- 
ther, independant of what he had ſaid or ſworn, you have any other rea- 
ſon for knowing and aſcertaining this as one of the papers you received 
from Mr. Felliffe and delivered to Doctor Weller? : —_ 

A.—] rather think it is not one of thoſe that I delivered to Doctor 
Heller upon reading the affidavit that was reſworn; there was a good 
deal of diſpute in court reſpecting it. I would not fay poſitively it is 
that which I delivered to Doctor Weller. f 

Lou ſay Mr. Smith you certainly before you delivered them to 
Doctor Weller did not read them? | | | 

A.—So far from reading them, that when Doctor Weller came up to 
me he aſked me if I could give him one of Mr. Folliſe's cafes, I told him 
J had none, neither had J ever ſeen or heard of any of Mr. Folliffe's 
. Caſes, | | | | 

. has not knowing the contents of them when you delivered it 

to Doctor Weller it is impoſſible to be able to aſcertain, independant of 

what Doctor Weller ſaid, this is one of the papers you delivered ta Doc- 

tor Feller? ES ES | £ | 
A.—No, I cannot. 


7 
* 


2. 


4 E 
©.—Pray Sir, what was the name of the man to whom you delivered 
thoſe two papers which you did deliver ? 8 

A. Doctor Meller. „ 

2.—Mr. Suith, do you and Mr. Jolliſe live in habits of intimacy ? 

A.—Mr. Feliffe and I meet as other gentlemen do, to do the vublick 
buſineſs of the county. I don't know that J was ever in his houſe or he 
in mine ; we meet as other gentlemen of the jury do. _ | 

L.—You have, no doubt, a very extenſive and very honourable ac- 
quaintance among the number as well as Mr. 7olliffe ? | | 

A—Y es, and long have been, a great many years, | 
_ _292,—Conſequently when you meet you are in confidence and have a 
great reſpect for each other? — 

A. I believe ſo. I have no diſreſpect; but I have a great reſpect for 1 
Mr. Jallif r. | | . . 

. Have you known Doctor Meller long? = 
H. Ves, a great many vears. I knew Doctor Weller as I know 
ns 7eliiffe, I meet him upon public buſineſs as a magiſtrate among 
others. | | | 
2. Was Doctor Meller preſent when Mr. 7o!iffe gave you thoſe 

ers? PT | 
"Ek did not fee him, and I cannot ſay; I ſhould rather ſuppoſe he was 
not preſent by what paſted between him and me afterwards, tor when we 
came to make affidavit, Doctor Weller called me aſide | 
Mr. Erſtine.— Don't ſtate what Doctor Weller ſaid. 
Mr. Pigott.— What faid Dr. eller to it? 
Mr. Eine. —I object to that. . 5 
Mr. P:gatt.—Am | not to enquire into it when that has been read 
You bad no right to read it at all. 
1 Erſtine. We have read-6ne which never was given to Doctor 
eller. | 
Mr. Juſtice Gs14.—Be fo good to let me read what I have got. 
„ Mr. Juſtice Gould reads his Notes.) 
Mr. Garroto.— Thoſe words, one of which is hereunto annexed” is 
ſuperadded, and then it is re-ſworn. 3 . 
Mr. Juſtice Gould. Upon what ground does Mr. Erſtine object, he 
ſhould ſay in what manner he underſtood it? | _ | 
Mr. P:g-t.—Then the objection he made he is ws, to give up. 
9.—Now Mr. Smith, Mr. 7olliffe gave you a parcel of papers, did he 
not? 5 | | 

A.—Yes Sir, he gave me four. | 

> 2 hah they fealed up? +» 

.. 

2. Were they wrapped up? _ 

A.—They were together as theſe papers are. 3 

H. AI underftood, independant of the one that has been read, you ſaid, 
you had one of thoſe papers in your hand and one other at home: of 
| J think I have; I will give you the reaſon, when I looked for two 
| in Lende] found but one upon my return from Nottingham the other 
| day, | b:lieve J have the other at Ewell, 2. 


* 


. 
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tor Weller. 


| TE 
2. Having given two to Doctor Weller it ſeems to be as plain as 2 
and z makes 4, that that is not one of the two you kept? , | 
A.—Oh no, this is not one of the two, I kept to this time, becauſe it 


has been in the cuſtody of the officer. 
Mir. Juſtice Gould. — This is not one of the papers he delivered to Doc- 


Mr. Pigott.— Then it cannot be one of thoſe that were given to him by 

Mr. Jolie. | 7 

Mr. Juſtice Gould. What is your reaſon you rather think that it is 

not one of thoſe you delivered to Doctor Weller? 3 
A. Why, my Lord, I was not quite certain at firſt, but Mr. Garrow 


has referred me to an affidavit which I have ſince made with the additions, 


and I think I made the objection; a great deal was ſaid in Court. I do 
think, when I ſwore they were papers given by Mr. Jolliſte, that I would 
be certain it was one of thoſe papers, and one of my own was put in, and 


it was re- ſworn. 


Mr. Juſtice Gould — Then it was in the cuſtody of the officer ever 


ſince. | 


Mr. Garret —Yes, and it is produced by Mr. Me Michael, and there - 


is Mr. Smith's initials upon it. 


Mr. Pigott.— Then I am now to underſtand, that having recollected 


ere and reconſid:red, you are perfectly clear that that paper which 
as been read is the paper you ſuppoſed to have been at home, is one of 


the four, and not one of thoſe delivered to Mr, eller? 


A. l don't ſuppoſe it is that which I have at home; it was one of the 
four I received from Mr. 7-l;Fe that was never read by me till Saturday 


* 


night, not one that I refer to as being at home now. 15 
The paper which has been read is not one of the two which has 


been delivered to Doctor Meiler; you ſeem to underſtand me to be ad- 
dreſſing ay to that: not being one of the two you delivered to 


Doctor Weller, had you ever read that paper until it was produced in 


Court? : | 
A.—T never read the paper till Saturday night about 10 or 11 o'clock, 


in my own houſe at Euell; no perſon in the world ſaw them there; I de- 

fired my ſervant to beat and bruſh my cloaths, and then I ſa / thoſe pa- 

pers; I took them out of my pocket and read them. | | 
2.—Am I to underſtand that that identical paper now produced, you 


read on Saturday night at your houſe at Ewell? i : 
A. II did, and never before; and I had no converſation with Doctor 


Weller about them. I told him I never had ſeen them. 
9,—Upon whoſe application did you produce that paper in Court? 
A.—On Sunday night late I was ſerved with a /ubpena to attend and 


ive evidence againſt Mr. Folliffe. \ a 
N 2. — Then J underſtand, until you was ſerved with a ſubpœna on Sunday 


night at 10 o'clock you had not read the paper in queſtion ? 
A.—Yes, I had read it on Saturday night. | 
2.—Did Doctor Weller apply to you for thoſe two papers whatſoever 


they were, that you gave him 


A. Dector Meller did two ſeveral times. | 2 | 


— TE 


| | #7 : 
And he did not upon his firſt application deſire two of you? 
| Doctor Weller applied to me and aſked me to give him one of 
; Mr. 7olliffe's cafes, and I told Doctor Weller I had never {een any one of 
the caſes of Mr. Follife. | | | 
2.—'T hen you did not offer the papers to Doctor Meller, nor had any 
converſation with him whatever upon the ſubject of them, but DoAor 
Weller applied to you for one of Mr. Folliffe's caſes? — — | 
A.—That is the truth. I anſwered Doctor MWelller Thad never ſeen any 
| ſuch thing; Doctor Meller then ſaid, have you not got ſome printed pa- 
pony I immediately recollected that I had ſome papers in my pocket, 
ut I did not know what they were, I pulled them out and opened them, 
4 and he ſaid, © that is them, give me one;” I was then ina hurry, I think 
| in the grand jury room. 5 
| | pants 1 Doctor Weller ſtate to you for what purpoſe he wanted that 
| paper LE ”- 
f J Not at that time. 
| Not at that time? 
| 


A. - Not at that time. | 
Mr. Smith, have I got what you faid, right, Mr. Zoll;fe deſired 
that you would put them into your pocket; upon your offering to read 
them he deſired you would not read them? 
| Ale deſired | would put them into my pocket. bn 
2 —Have you ſtated, as referable to the papers, the whole of the con- 
verſation between Mr. Jolliſſe and you? | 

A —] have. 5 | | 

92. —] need then hardly aſk you if Mr. Jolie deſired you to deliver over 
any of thoſe papers either to a man called Doctor Meller or any other 
man? | 3 
| A. He did not. I had no converſation whatever with him about it? 
| 2.— Then the papers which have been read in Court flept in your 
| pocket unread by any body but yourſelf on Saturday night, and remained 
1 there till called for on Monday morning? | | 

A4.— As I have told you before I did not know that I was to be called 
| upon till I came into court on Monday morning; as to ſaying of their 
q being ſhewn to any human being, I took them out of my pocket on Sa- 

] turday night, and they might be ſeen by ſome of my fanuly, but they 
| were never made any kind of uſe of by me. | 
. 2 That was given to you by Mr. Folliffe ? 

A. — That was given to me by Mr. 7ell;ffe: you are upon very great 
niceties; that paper is one that I gave to Doctor Meller, as he has ſworn 
FM it; he had two, that might be the other. Four were given to me; two I 
| diſtributed to Doctor Weller, two I kept; they were all mixed together 
| in court, it is impoſſible for me to ſay, all agreed to be the ſame, which 
| of them that is, I cannot recollect; but I think there was an alteration 
| in the affidavit, ſtating, that that was one of the papers that were in my 
J | „„ ; 
| Lou mean one of the two that remained in your poſſeſſion? : 
| A—Yes; that remained in your poſſeſſion from the Friday when it 


was given to you on Monday morning. 2 


the papers delivered by Mr. 7oll;ffe to you ? 


the clearneſs of this evidence. 


2 E 
2 When did you give the other to Doctor Weller? | 
A. Some little time after Mr. 7o/liffe had given them to me; he ſaid 
that ſome friend had taken the other from him. 
2.—On the Friday ? - 
A.—On the Friday. e | 
Mr. Garrow. —Now Mr. Smith, the gentleman has been aſking you 
about the identity of this paper, did you read the whole of the affidavit 
ſhewed you? Fi . 
A. I read enough to correct my memory. 
| | (Mr. Smith looks at the Affidavit.) 

Mr. Garrow.—2.— Be fo good to read the whole of it yourſelf; im the 
firſt place I would aſk, whether as it appears, that this interlineation was 
made with your conſent and re-ſworn ? 58 | 

A. At was ſo. ä 

2 Whether you have the leaſt doubt, at the aſſizes, that was one of 
A. — have no doubt, none at all. | 

2. The one remaining paper is in your cuſtody, and the annexed pa- 


per is one of thoſe you received; have you the leaſt doubt it is one of the 


four you received from Mr. Jolliſe, and one of the two you delivered to 


Doctor Weller? 


A. It is ſo; I looked three hours for one, and I do ſuppoſe I had 
locked up the other at home. | 

2.—You are wrong in ſuppoſing you kept two? 

A.—No1l am not. | | 

Mr. Garrow.—It is no fault of your's, your evidence is perfectly cor- 
rect as it ought to be. | . | | 

Mr. Juſtice Gould read part of Mr. Smith's Affidavit. 

Mr. Pigott.—You were not upon the ſpecial jury to try that caule ? 
A. -I was not. 5 

Nor ſubpcened till Sunday night ? 

A. Nor ſubpœned till Sunday night. 

2. The night before the trial ? 

A. The night before the trial. | 

Mr. Erſtine.— Mr. Smith properly ſays, upon giving him the affidavit 
to read, it brings it to his memory. FS 2 | 

Mr. Garrow, —Will your Lordſhip take the trouble to look at it? 

Have you the rough draft of the affidavit in your pocket? 


A. have the rough draft. 


2,—Will you be ſo good to look at it K when you come near the con- 


cluſion, tell me what ſtands between the words © the and remaining” ? 


. Never iſſued any one of them except the one in queſtion : one we 


took and annexed, the two that was altered, to the. two remaining, and 
put the word one remaining, and it was in conſequence of it I had the 


hint. | | ES 1 | 
Mr. Erſtine.— The ſun is like a piece of ſackcloth when compared to 
Mr. Juſtice Gould.—One of thoſe hereunto annexed, he ſays, two re- 
maining are in my cuſtody, and he thought proper to annex one of the 
two to that affidavit; there 1s an addition in the affidavit one of 2 is 
| Re „ ereunto 
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hereunto annexed ; - it appears there was only one, and therefore, that 

which was in the plural number at bottom, is changed to one. 

il Mr. Garrou . — That accounts for the whole four, and proves this muſt 

it have been one in his poſſeſſion, 

if Mr. Er/kine.—The other has remained in his poſſeſſion ever ſince, I 

| am going to read if they don't admit it. | 
Mr. Pigoit, we don't object to it. 


| Mr. Garrow.—2,— Ts Mr. 'Glover,) Have you looked at the i inu- 

| endoes in this information: 

| A.— have Sir. 

. ©. Do they appear to you to monk AA my meaning as you read 

| the pavers | 
A. — They do Sir. 


[Mr. Richard Robins, * ] 


Mr. Garrcw. — Did you! receive this printed * from Doctor 
Meller? 
A,—] did. 
At the time? 
At the time. 

Mr. Garreio, Mr. Glwer has ſaid, Mr. Fanſhawe was proſecutor, 
that he has looked at all the inuendoes, and that theſe inuendoes expreſs 
the meaning in which he reads the paper, and the information. 

2,—(i'To Mr. Barnes,) Did you receive that from Doctor Weller? 

A.—Yes, I did Sir. 

.—On what day? 
J. On Friday the 25th March laſt. : | 

Mr. Erſkine, I contend it is evidence to be left to the jury, as hav- 

ing been a fac ſimile of the others. | 

Gar Pigott.— Where is Doctor Weller to object to this e. 


1 Doctor Weller, Sworn.] 
| Mr. Erſkine, —You delivered I underſtand a n paper to * 
Barnes? ; | 

A.—] did Sir. 

Q. From whom did you get that FORO paper vou delivered to 
Mr. Barnes ? 

4A,—From Mr. Smith. 

Vu —(To Mr. Barnes,) Is that the pager 'Doftor Weller delivered to 
you 


— —— IET — e 
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L Barnes? 

A.—Yes. 

4 (T To Doctor Weller) That i is what you — from Mr. Smith ? 
A. It is. 


— (To Mr. Smith,) I believe Mr. Smith, you have already ſaid 
you delivered two, to Doctor Weller. 
. Delivered two, at two ſeveral times. 
9.—(ToDr. Weller,) The paper you delivered to Mr. Barnes, was 
one of the two you received from Mr, Smith? 


A. IIt is. 
| Mr. 


B 
Mr. Pigott, (to Dr. Weller“, I collected from my learned friend Mt. 


Erſtine's opening, that you had obſerved ä paſs between Mr. 
Jolliſfe and Mr. Smith ? 
A.—No Sir. 
2. Then you had not obſerved any thing to have paſſed between 
_ Folli fr Mr. Carpenter Smith? | | 
325 ir | 
2.—You did go to Mr. Smith for the purpoſe of 8 him is 


ſome paper of Mr. Jolliſfe 5 5 


A.— did Sir. 

2. I preſume you did that by Mr. Barnes's deſre! 

A.—!I did Sir, 

D. Mr. Barnes was ſolicitor for the proſecution then depending and 
about to be tried? 

A.— ! did not know it then. | 1 

Q. Vou was then perfectly ignorant Mr. Barnes was Mr. Fanſbatues 
ſolicitor? | | 
A. did not know it at that time. | 

.—You mean Mr. Barnes the ſolicitor that fits here, having deſired 

you to apply to Mr. Smith, for one of thoſe papers you went ? 

A. l went and he gave me one, -!] ſaid caſes, he ſaid he had not ſeen 


any caſes, and then recolleCting he had ſomething in his pocket, he puts 


his hand in his pocket and pulled it out. 
© "Wh yt” got it, you carried it to Mr. Barnes 2 
—I di 
—You went back again afterwards to Mr. Carpenter Smith, hay- 


ing got the firſt ? 


A,—] did. 
8 you told Mr. Smith, a POT had taken from you the one 

ou 
18 A. —l believe I made uſe of that n. 

2—That was not true ? 

A. Not technically. 

2 Having got the firſt paper at Mr. 1 O deſire, _ having de- 
livered it to Barnes as ſoon as you got it, you went back and told Mr. 


Smith, a friend had taken that one from PT 


A—T did. | 
Is that true or not? 
. Ile did not ſnatch it from me. 
9.—You are a man of education and underſtand language, I ſpeak 
very plainly, and ſay, you having gone to Mr. Smith, and told TE: you 
applied for a ſecond paper ! 
A,—Yes I did Sir. 
Did you not as a reaſon for applying to Mr. Smith, for a ſecond 
paper tell 3 a friend had taken the firſt from you ? 
A.! did Sir. 
—] aſk you whether there is a | word of truth i in thoſe words ? 
A. —] did ole theſe words. 
'— You having gone by Bernd $ order to Carpenter Smith, to get one 


of thoſe papers, and as ſoog as you, got it, you gave it to Mr. __ 


hd 


ü; 
* did you hot apply for a ſecond, and aſſign as a reaſon, a friend had 
taken the firſt ? 

A.—lI did ſay fo. 

— Was there a word of truth in that? 
A. He did not take it from me. 

Q,—Had any friend taken it from you? | 

 A.—No body had taken it. 

 9.—Now Sir, did you tell Mr. Carpenter Smith, when you lied 
to bus, that Mr. Barnes had deſired you to apply for one of thoſe 
papers! | 

A.—No, Sir. 
2. — Did you tell him when you a 12 for the 168 a you had 
—_ Mr. Barnes, the ſolicitor, the firſt ? 
A,—No Sir, I did not. 
2.—Did Mr. Barnes deſire you to apply for the ſecond ? 
4,—No Sir, he did not. 
ure deſired you to apply for the ſecond ? | 
l was ſitting at the table by Mr. Dickens, I told Mr. Dickens, 
Mr. Smith had ſome of theſe papers. 

Mr. Erſtine, — Tou aſked who it was deſired him to apply for another 
99.4% and you cannot do that without ſtating what ſomebody elle ſaid 
to him? 

Mr. Juſtice Gould, — He was going to tel] you what was the occaſion 
of the 8 application, I don't ſee the inference of it. 

Mr. Piggott,— Q, Did any body deſire you to apply to Mr. Smith, 
for the — paper? | 


4.—T told Mr. Dickens, Mr. Smith had ſome, and he ſaid he ſhould | 


like to ſee one. 
2.— Was Mr. Dickens, one of the proſecutors of that information ? 
A. I dont know who was the proſecutor of it, at that time I did not 


Are you ignorant now, who were the proſecutors of that infor- 
| _— againſt Mr. Jolliſe? 
A. did not know it when they gave me the paper. 
A. Lou do not at this time know who are the proſecutors of that 
information? 
A. do not. 
2.—You never heard Mr. Barnes * it? 
3 No, I did not 
D. Vou don't know who they are? 
4. I don't know any of them. 
Is this a common occupation of your's, at the deſire of 1 a ſolicitor 
to do thoſe acts 
4. I never did it before. | 
Mr. Pigett,— And I hope you never will again. 
Mr. Erſkine, It ſeems to be much ado about nothing. | 
Lou ſtated to Mr. Smith, that a friend, who was Mr. Barnes, 
had taken it from you, that a friend had taken it from you? ä 
5 — Yes. | 


of 


[nd] 


2. Do you mean to ſtate there was any other incorrectneſs in your 


expreſſion you made uſe of, except the words © taking” and © given” ? 


and Folliffe, 


A.—There was not Sir; that was what I meant. 
| IT your motive for getting another, becauſe Mr. Barnes had 
got the firſt ? | 

4.—Yes, becauſe Mr. Dickens wanted to ſee it. — | „ 

Q. Mr. Dickens wiſhed to ſee it, and therefore you went back and 
made uſe of the expreſſion, a friend had taken it from you,” dd you 
mean that any man had knocked you down or ſnatched it from you? 
A. No Sir. *** | „ 

I wiſh to know from you whether in making uſe of theſe expreſ- 

ſions, you wiſhed to do any thing diſhonourable, or practiſe any fraud 


on Mr. Smith? 


A.—] did not. WY | 
Mr. Juſtice Gould. Let me aſk you a queſtion, Whether by that 


expreſſion © that a friend had taken it from you,“ —you meant, that 
Mr. Smith ſhould underſtand that you had delivered it to a friend ? 

A.—Yes, my Lord. 5 | 
2, —Is that what you ſwear ? 
4.— Les. s | : f : | 

Mr. Erſtine.— It would be rather unfriendly to take it by force from 
a gentleman ; I wiſh, as this gentleman is repreſented as having acted 
an extraordinary diſhonourable part, whether it is not open for me to 
aſk, whether he meant to commit any fraud? 8 

Mr. Juſtice Gu. — My queſtion puts it entirely out of the caſe, I 
have aſked him this queſtion, whether he meant by ſaying, * ſomebody 
had taken it from him,“ to have it underſtood he delivered it to ſome- 
body, that is another matter than the imputation upon him. 

Mr. Erſkine. I am perfectly content with your Lordſhip's explana- 
tion, and I have done, if this third paper is taken as read. 

Mr. Piggott lt is. | 1 

Mr. Smith, — Mr. Erſkine, I wiſh to have that paper from you. 

Mr. Er/#ine,—You ſhall take it from me, you don't mean to knock 
me down for it. | 

The above is the evidence to prove the publiſhing the libel, and for 
ſuch publication Mr. FJolliſe was condemned to impriſonment for ſox 
months and a fine of 100 J. for ſtating his caſe, which is not denied to be 
true, and which the Houſe of Lords req :ire in all their proceedings. 


— —_—_ 
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In the KING's BE Nc, reſpecting the Information for appointing Ouerſcern 


of the Poor, | 


The King againſt JorLIree, 
Monpay, May 14th 1792. 


Mr. Morris, My Lord I move for judgment, in the caſe of the King 
Vs Mr. 


[30-3 - | 
Mr. Juſtice Griſe In this cauſe the indictment ſtates, that on the 13th 
day of 7215 in the zoth of George the 2d, | ron 
Mr. Jolliſe.— My Lords, I am perfectly unappriſed of what the con- 
tents of the report which is about to be read is, and as it probably 
contains much important matter to me, I ſhall be much obliged to you, 


to allow me to fit down, where I can take a minute with pen and ink. 
My Lord Chief Juſtice.— Sit down there. / | 


| [The JuDGEs* Report.] 

Mr. Juſtice Gro/e.—In this caſe, the information ſtates that certain 
lands belonging to the defendant, were in the occupation of divers per- 
| ſons, whoſe tenants and occupiers they were, and that on the ſaid 
13th day of April, Thomas Baylcy and Elias Lew, were the overſeers of 
the poor, and James Fuller and John Reeves, church wardens of the 
pariſh of Chip/ted; Richard Barnes ſwore that he was clerk to the juſ- 

tices who acted at Reigate, and that the deſendant attended, and nominally 
appointed by writing. one ohn Shurman, Thomas Packham and George 
Clerk, overſeers of the pariſh, in breach and violation of the defendant's 
duty as one of the juſtices of the peace, to prevent the defendant's te- 
nants from being duly rated, and corruptly to acquire a majority: 
theſe extracts ſeem to me, to contain the ſubſtance of the counts to 
which they deſire to refer to the information at large, the evidence is 
this Richard Brackenbury, clerk to the clerk of the peace, proves 
that .the defendant was a juſtice of the peace and took his ſeat the 
14th of July 1789, having put in his qualification as knight of the 
ſhire, and frequently ated as a magiſtrate ſince, that Richard Barnes 
clerk to the juſtices, Jeſeph MWheatiy and Robert Hudſon, ated in that di- 
viſion, proves they each voted in the appointment of high conſtable, acted 
as ſuch clerk ſince, and never knew but two overſeers for Chip/ted, one 
of the magiſtrates acted in that diviſion in 1790, and ſome time before, 
and Lord Grantley and the reverend 7ames Fes and the defendant 
were there; on croſs examination, he ſaid Mr. Hud/on does not now, nor 
did ever liye in the hundred of Reigate, Mr. Wheatley did not live there, 
Mr. Dickens did not live there, the defendant did then live in the hun- 
dred, and had a conſiderable eftate in it, he had lately come into the 
neighbourhood, his eſtate conſiſted of many farms. Has for ſome time 
acted for the hundred of Reigate ; Thymas Bayley ſays, he was with Elias 
Lew appointed to the office of overſeer. Thomas Abberley peruſed the 
regiſter of the churchwardens, there were always two churchwardens, 
James Fuller ſaid the defendant always had his reſidence in the hundred, 
came into poſſeſſion in 1789, the witneſs went on the 1oth of Augu/t, 
to the defendant as a juſtice, he called it one of his pariſhes, and was 
about making improvements. He did not ſtate the nature of ſuch im- 
provements, and inſiſted the poor's rates ſhould continue as they were, 
and if the pariſh raiſed the taxes, he ſhould go to law with the pariſh, 
and would appeal againſt all the rates they ſhould make; the defendant 
came to the witneſs's houſe on Chriſimas- day, and faid Mr. Packham. 
ſhould come the next day to let ſome land to the witneſs, and if he and 
Packham, could not agree, he would come himſelf, and did not doubt but 
the: witneſs and he ſhould agree, he had aſked 37 J. the witneſs offered 
30 J. a year, the witneſs was then high conſtable in the hundred of — 8 
3 | | Al: 
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and had the precept at that time, and had a ſpecial meeting in this parifh, 


to conſider who were fit to be nominated overſeers, the magiſtrates 
named two, who only exerciſed the office, ten or twelve attended at 
the veſtry, it is but a ſmall pariſh, there was a meeting on Eaſler 
Monday, the defendant came there, looked over the hook, ſaid he did 
not know they were about buſineſs, objected to the witneſs being 
churchwarden, and that he ſhould name Mr. Pearce, as a more reſpon- 


ſible perſon, he was tenant to the defendant, the perſons preſent diſ- 


approved of him, then two names as fit to go to the ſeſſions, were 
written in the book, the defendant acknowledges the pariſh had a right 
to chooſe one churchwarden, the defendant at this meeting named the 
ſaid Themas Packham and John Shurman, who had newly taken ſome 


lands of him, but was not come to reſide, the defendant turned round, 


and ſaid to Packham, ſpeak to that man, and ſaid 1 will bring ſome of 
you to your ſenſes and all, before I have done with you ; they adjourned, 
the defendant ſaid, thoſe that ſtay may do the bu ineſs, if you do ad- 


journ; they met again and the defendant did not then attend. - Arnbroſe 
Glover ſaid, the appointment was ſo when he received it, Thomas Bay- 


ley ſaid, he received the appointment in the condition it now is, from 
the defendant himſelf, at his own houſe, about the middle of April, he 
ſaid, here is what have done, he faid[ will tell you to whom to deliver 
it when your accounts are aſſed : on croſs examination he ſaid, he had 
no direction afterwards to deliver it to any one, the witneſs had it two 
or three days, and delivered it to the conſtable, the appointment was 
dated the 13th of April 1790, and was read, the examination of 
Jumes Fuller was then reſumed and continued, he was preſent at the 
meeting on the 27th of April, for the appointment of overſeers, Mr. 
Fielding was there, the defendant went to him and ſaid, where have 
you been all day, it is late; he ſaid he wanted ſome breakfaſt, the de- 


fendant faid, do not mind breakfaſt, they are about my buſineſs, he ſaid 


what buſineſs? they went into the room, and the witneſs went in, 
and the defendant ſaid, he had already appointed overſeers, the defendant 
ſhewed the appointment he had made; Dickens and I heatly (ſcratched 
and made the appointment, which was of Taylor and Elias Leto; upon 
his croſs examination he ſaid, he had been overſeer two years the laſt 


time, ten years ago the farm would have been convenient to him, he 
never did any thing to offend the defendant, the tax was reduced this 


year to 35. 6 d. Mr. Fanſhawe has the next eſtate to the defendant, 
on the 3d of June 1790, Shurman lent him 169 J. Shurman reſided in 
the pariſh ſeveral years, occupied a large farm of more than 200 l. x 
year, Packham was a ſubſtantial man in the pariſh, Elias Lew has about 
100 acres at 33 J. Taylor about 40 J. a-year, Farſhawe has two farms. On 
his croſs examination, he ſaid the defendant's tenants were farmers of 
Jarger property, and liable to be rated, the witneſs faid they rated this 

ariſh according to the rent if it could be found. John Reeves ſaid he 
lived in the pariſh, they were rated according to the rent, ſince he knew 
the pariſh, he treated with the defendant for the farm that he ſince let 
to Shurman. The defendant ſaid he meant to let all thoſe lands tax 
free, and totake upon himſelf the church and poor, and high ways. The 
defendant ſaid he always paid in that manner, the defendant ſaid he ſhould 
3 3 B 3 . advance 
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advance the rent, and take the taxes to himſelf: the witneſs ſaid the pariſh 
would tax up to the rent; he ſaid if they do, Iwill apply firſt to the ſeſ- 
fions, and then to the Court of King's Bench. I will go to Meſiminſter 
Hall, if it coſts me 10c0/. He did not ſet any rent then, but afterwards ſet 


a price of 155. an acre on what the witneſs had ſaid before it was ſcarcely 


95 an acre, and it is now 15s. He thinks it was about five and thirty 


acres. The witneſs ſaid he gave notice, on Ea/er Sunday, for a veſtry to 


nominate pariſh officers ; the defendant was there before the proceedings 
ended; when he firſt came into the veſtry, he ſaid they have not begun 
buſineſs ; he did not know what they were doing, or to that effect; ſome 
of the people told him they had appointed two churchwardens. The de- 
fendant propoſed two, many inhabitants ovjected ; the defendant ſaid he 


would give it up, but overſeers were choſen in a different manner; there 
ſhould be ten, as in the caſe of ſurveyors, ſeveral of the inhabitants, ſaid 


they never heard of ſuch a thing. I he defendant ſaid, I ſhould wiſh to 
have every thing done according to law: the miniſter ſtopt, many of the 
inhabitants ſaid they never heard of more than three nominated, and 
wiſhed to have, according to the uſual way, Richard Pierce and Thomas 
Packh+m were amongſt them; and the inhabitants objected to the nomi- 
nation, becauſe they were not inhabitants. The detendant ſaid, I will 
bring ſome of you to your ſenſes, and all of you before J have done: but 
one Yames Fuller ſaid, we ſhall adjourn : the defendant ſaid you may if 
you like it ; but thoſe that remain behind ſhall or will do the. buſineſs. 


Upon croſs examination, he ſaid Pearce and Packham had taken farms, 
but not got into their houſes. The witneſs was turned out of poſſeſſion 


in 1789, the pariſh rate was 5 5s. 64. next 45. 6d. and this ycar 3s. 6d. 


there were hardly half the number of paupers ; ſeveral ancient dad are 


dead, many poor people are gone or dead: they had before laid out large 
ſums to repair the church; the highway rate had been lowered, but not 
owing to any thing done by the defendant. 7ohn Bunce ſaid that he lived 
there in 1789, when the defendant came into the pariſh, applied for a farm to 


the defendant: the defendant propoſed he ſhould pay the pariſh taxes; the 


witneſs had left it in one year, the defendant would not let it him; the 
witneſs and his father have held the eſtate for forty years; ſome of the 
and had been taken off, 16 acres; for remainder the witneſs paid 28 /, 

a year, ſays the defendant ſeemed angry, ſaid he would appeal if it coſt 


him 1000 l. to have it determined: he has known the pariſh 30 years, and 


always rated it according to the actual rent. Upon croſs examination, 


ſays the witneſs and his father, were tenants for 40 years, he thought it 


would be unjuſt to rate it at 50 guineas a year. Ambroſe Glover ſaid that 
on Saturday the defendant came to the witneſſe's office on juſtice buſineſs, 
and aſked when dhe day would be for chuſing officers ; he thought to ſend 


him notice, but did not; he did not mention he had any appointment. 


Barnes faid he ſaw the defendant at the meeting at the juſtice's the 27th of 
April. Mr. IVheatley and Hudſon attended regularly, as ſoon as the de- 
fendant produced an appointment of two perſons, and inſiſted it was a 
legal appointment, and that they ſhould not name any other pariſh offi- 


cer. and deſired they would take care what they were about to do. 
M heailley ſaid when they had ſo appointed overſeers, he wiſhed bath appoint- 


ments might go co the Court of King's Bench, The defendar.t made no 
RET | | | other 


I fay, that 
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ether objection ; that the defendant called no witneſſes, his counſel. made 
obſervations on his caſe, which would be probably offzred to the: Court · 
The jury found the detendant guilty ; it did not appear on what terms he 


had let his eſtates.” | 


Mr. 7elliffe.—My Lords, | 

Lord Chief Fujtice. V ou muſt come into the Court now. | 

Mr. Jolliſſe.— My Lords, from the very unfortunate ſituation in which 
I alrcady ſtand, it was not poſſible to attend a trial that was carried on 
againſt me at Kingſton; and my Lords, I have therefore had ſcærcely any 
information of what paſſed at the trial, none but that which has been com- 


municated to me accidentally, verbally by thoſe that were there; for L 


had no ſhort hand writer. I had notany information of the evidence, but 
what I have now heard from your Lordſnips. I am perfectly convinced 
that if I could be allowed, by the indulgence of the Court, ſufficient time 
to ſtate to your Lordſhips ſome circumſtances, I am perfectly confident, 
[ will ſatisfy you that ſo far from acting corruptly, or with an 
intent to injure others, or perſonally to benefit myſelf, that I have done 
that which, in my. ſituation, I ſhould have been highly blameable if I 
had not done: I hope, therefore, your Lordſhips will be pleaſed to indulge 
me with a copy of that report, or at leaſt with time to conſider it with the 
minutes I] have taken. | | 155 
Lord Chief Juſtice.— There is no objection to your having time to make 
an affidavit in mitigation, to ſtate facts which may induce a mitigation of 


that which, as under the circumſtances found by the jury, is a high of- 


fence. : 
Mr. Jolli ſe.— My Lords, I am ſure I can ſtate ſuch facts to your Lord- 
ſhips, that I will give any man leave to come forward if he pleaſe, and 
anſwer I can ſatisty you that this | fuß 
Lord Chief Juſtice. We cannot act upon it here, the law muſt be ta- 
ken to be as it is here; we are bound by the conſtitutional mode of aſ- 
certaining facts: the jury have ſaid that this is the caſe; and any colla- 


teral circumſtances which may induce the Court to ſuppoſe that this or 


any thing that has been done proceeds from miſapprehenſion or miſtake, 
and not from thoſe motives which the indictment applies to it; theſe 


may be taken in mitigation of the ſentence, but not at all to affect the 
verdict of the jur 5 | 


Mr. Zuftice bn You ſhould have inſtructed yes attorney to have 


| ſtated thoſe facts at the trial, becauſe the verdict plainly ſtates the impu- 


tation caſt upon you; but your attorney ought to have been ſufficiently 
aware of thoſe facts ; and he might have informed you then, or you him, 
what evidence you have to negative, that charge in the indictment, but 
we cannot receive evidence to contradict the finding of the jury, though 


we may in mitigation.  _ 


Mr. ollie. -I] flatter myſelf it was done from a right principle. 55 
Mr. Juice Aſphunſt.— But certainly that was very fit to be laid befor 


the jury. 


Mr. Jolli“e.— I humbly conceive this has been a verdict againſt me 


from inference, from merely looſe converſation, ſaid. to have been held 


a very conſiderable time prior to this appointment; the converſation was 
ſome time in Auguſt or W the appointment in April: now — 6 


| . 
do conceive I ſhall be able to ſhew you that that converſation, if any 
thing did paſs, has been compleatly miſunderſtood, and a great deal 
miſrepreſented ; but in mitigation, I ſhall certainly have much to fay, 

becauſe, not conceiving myſelf guilty, not conceiving, I ought to be puniſn- 
ed; my own mind convinces me that I ought to have done what I did 
as a juſtice of peace; if not, I certainly ſhould have acted a very impro- 
per part; but I could ſhew, and I will do ſo if you permit me, that ſo 
far from having this corrupt view in contemplation, it was actually im- 
poſſible I could have earried it into effect, under the circumſtances in 
which theſe people ſtood : thereforel hope you will be pleaſed to indulge 

me with time to make an affidavit © | | ; 

Lord Chief Juice. It will be of no avail if it goes to controvert the 
facts eſtabliſhed by the verdict; we cannot go from a proof of fact; there . 

has been inquiry by a jury, counſel on both ſides, and witneſſes examined | 
— the Court, therefore an affidavit againſt that cannot weigh a fea- 

er. , 

Mr. Eine. - My Lord, nothing could give me more pain, repreſent- 
ing the Crown of England as I do, if I ſhould take any advantage of the 
unfortunate ſituation in which Mr. 70/{e now ſtands, but undoubtedly 

_ we are under the neceflity of objecting to any affidavit, which either tra- 
verſes the facts which are found by the jury, or the motive which the jur 
have found; for thoſe facts the caſes are beyond all number in which 
the Court refuſes thoſe affidavits. „ 

Lord Chief Juſtice —Juſtice is adminiſtered to all people indifferently, 
and I wiſh to abide by the courſe of the Court; I mean that nothing can 
be received to impeach the verdict of the jury. | _ g 

Mr. Erſtine.— My Lord, I, for one, have no particular objection to any 
indulgence to this gentleman; but if it is to be meant as a rule, we cer- 
tainly muſt take care as far as our profeſſional ſi tuations are concerned. 

Mr. 7uftice . Mr. Jolliſfe will think it prudent before 
he makes his affidavit to ſhew it to his counſel], and then if there is any 
thing improper he may ſtrike out. | 

r. Zollije.—My Lord, it may be of conſequence to me to have the 
affidavit of ſome other people. | | 5 
Lord Chief Justice. It muſt be ſome day within the term. 

Mr. Jolliſe.— Muſt it, my Lord ? 5 

Lord Chief 7u%ice.—I mean this; the time of the preſent impriſonment 
expires before the beginning of the next term ; now the defendant can- 
not be ſet at liberty till future judgment is given ; whether that future \ 
judgment will be impriſonment or not, I cannot ſay: his time expires the 
24th of this month; the next term is the 8th of June: he muſt remain, 
therefore, under this conviction. | 25 5 | 

Mr. Jolliſſe.— Under correction, I humbly ſubmit that my being de- 
tained in cuſtody is, that I may not eſcape puniſhment; I cannot run 
away ; I dare ſay you have no ſuch thoughts. 

Lord Chief Juice. I do not think you will; I know you are a man of 
property in the county ; but we cannot do it according to the courſe of 
the law; you muſt be in cuſtody till you are brought up for Judgment. 

Mr. 7; ufice Buller. —W hy cannot you bring it on Saturday? 

Mr. ollie. If I am to make my own affidavit, I can be ready ſhortly ; 
I perhaps may be permitted to move for further time. 1 

ö | | ord 


| E | 
Lord Chief Juſtice.— At preſent he muſt be remanded. | 
Mr. Merris.—There is one thing I muſt mention, as counſel againſt 
Mr. elliffe ; I not only ſhall object to an affidavit to negative the facts, 
but among thoſe facts, the motive with which he did it; becauſe 
I hold that motive as much a fact as any thing elle that is found by that 
ury. 
; As Mr. 7ol:ife's counſel declined calling any evidence on his behalf, 
the affidavits of Mr. Eyles the ſurveyor, of john Shurman and. Thomas 
Packham the oveiſeers appointed by him, are here inſerted, to ſhew what 
their evidence would have been. 1 | 
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In the Kino's Bencn, | 


Richard Eyles, of Eaſtman in the county of Szuthampton, gentleman, 
maketh oath, and faith, That in or about the month of Z7uly in the year of 
our Lord 1788, this deponent was requeſted by William 7olliffe, Eſq; now 
of Mer/tham in the county of Surry, Eſq; to look over an eſtate which 
was then on fale, ſituate in the pariſhes of Chipfled, Mer, ham and Childen 
in the ſaid county of Surry; and this deponent did in conſequence of ſuch 
requeſt, view the ſaid al. and this deponent afterwards told the ſaid 
Milliam 7oll:ffe that it was the opinion of this deponent, that no conſider- 
able increaſe could be made in the rents of the ſaid pariſh of CHigſted; 
> but this deponent perceiving that the poor-rates for the ſaid pariſh were 
exceſſively high and burthenſome, adviſed the ſaid William 7olliffe to 
agree with the tenants of his lands in the ſaid pariſh, that he the faid Wil- 
liam 7oliiffe ſhould — all rates and taxes due for the ſaid lands, becauſe 
this deponent: conceived that if proper perſons ſhould be appointed to the 
offices of church-wardens and overſeers of the poor in the ſaid pariſh, and 
due attention given to the expenditure of the money raiſed for the relief 
of the poor of the ſaid pariſh, very great ſaving and benefit would ariſe to 
all the inhabitants of the ſaid pariſh, and eſpecially to the faid William 
Jolliſfe, who, if he purchaſed ſaid eſtates, would be poſſeſſed of ſo conſi- 
derable a property therein. | 
| | Rd. Eyles. 


Sworn at the City of Winchefter in the county of Southampton, the 25th 
day of O#ober, in the year of our Lord 1790, before me | 
NE | | Geo. Fleetwood, a Commiſſioner, Se, 


* A. A. 


In the KinG's BENCH, 


Jobn Shurman of the pariſh of hip fad in the county of Surry, yeoman, 
maketh oath, and faith, that on or about the 8th day of May laſt paſt, this 
deponent called at the houſe of George Clarke in the faid pariſh of Chip/ied, 
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one of the other deponents, and told the ſaid George Clarke, that he, this de- 
ponen*:, would meet the ſaid George Clarke at the houſe of William 5olliffe, 
of Merſt hom in the (aid county, eſq; or that the ſaid William Zolliffe wiſhed 
to ſpeak with the (aid George Ularke, or words to that purport, but that 
this deponent did not mention any thing to the {aid George Clarke con- 
cerning the ſaid George Clarke's ſigning any particular rate, and this de- 
ponent further ſaith, that the ſaid 7/7/ham olliffe gave to this deponent a 
copy of a caſe and opinion of William Adam, eſq; barriſter at law, reſpect- 
ing the overſcers of the poor of the ſaid pariſh of Chip /ted, in which opi- 
nion the faid Milliam Adam advited, that the firſt appointment to that 
office, was the valid appointment, and that the perſons fo appointed ſhould 
begin to act immediately by making a rate for the relief ot the poor of the 
faid pariſh ; and this deponent further faith, that he afterwards went to 
the houſe of Thomas Packham, ot Chip ted aforeſaid, yeoman, and there 
met the ſaid William Folliffe, and that the faid William 7oll:ffe upon being 
informed of the ſaid George Clarze's refuſal to come to the houſe of the 
faid Themas Packham, ſaid only, that he the ſaid //illiam Tolle was de- 
firous that what was juſt and right ſhould be done as to the making a rate 
for the relief of the poor of the ſaid pariſh, and that the ſaid George Clarke, 
Thomas Packhain, and this deponent, ought to make ſuch rate, or words 


to that purport, in conformity to the opinion of the ſaid Milliam Adam; 


and this deponent further faith, that he has frequently heard the faid 
Hillam Jalliff complain of the great expence of maintaining the poor of 
the faid pariſh of Chipſied, and expreſs his wiſhes that ſuch expences 

ſhould be leſſened, and that, on that account, the ſaid William 7olliffe had 
undertaken to pay the rates aſleſſed upon his lands in the ſaid pariſh ; and 
this deponent further ſaith, that he hath reſided many years at Gatton. 
adjoining to the ſaid pariſh of Chipſted, and hath, for a long time, been 
well acquainted with the affairs of the ſaid pariſh, and hath rented lands 
for more than 12 years within the ſaid variſh of Chip fled, and hath now 


in his own occupation more than 200 acres in the faid pariſh of Chip/ted ; 


and that he verily believes that the expences of maintaining the poor of 


the faid pariſh have for ſome years been unreaſonably great, on account, 


as this deponent believes, of the miſconduct of the perſons appointed to 


the office of overſeers of the poor of the ſaid pariſh, and of the improper 


manner of laying out the money raiſed for the relief of the ſaid poor; and 
this deponent alſo further ſaith, that he well knows, that the ſaid William 
Jolliſſe hath ſeveral times offered to maintain all the poor of the ſaid pa- 
riſh for a much leſs annual ſum of money than has lately been expended in 
the maintenance of the ſaid poor; 1 this deponent further ſaith, that 
he remembers attending the veſtry on Eaſter Monday in the pariſh church 
at Chip/ted aforeſaid, and that ſeveral perſons there preſent uſed very af- 
fronting language to the faid William Folliffe, but that the ſaid William 
Zallifjz did not appear wrathful or uſe any words of warmth, to the beſt 
of this deponent's recollection; and this deponent doth expreſsly make 
oath, and faith, that neither the ſaid illiam Jollrffe or any other perſon 
mould influence or induce him to do any act which in his opinion was 


unjuſt and wrong. | John 1 


Sworn 


Sworn at Mer/thamin the county of Surry, the 14th day of October 1790, 


before me, by 2 
gh A. Broughton, commiſſioner, Fc. 


—_— * 


. In the KING's BENCH, | 
Thomas Packham of the pariſh of Chipſted in the cnc of Surry, yeo- 

man, maketh oath, and faith, that he hath heard, and verily believes, that 
ſome time in the month of May 1789, /Yilliam 7olliffe, Eq; one of his 
majeſty's juſtices of the peace of the ſaid county, purchaſed a very confi- 
derable eſtate at Chipſted, Merſiham and Chaldon in the ſaid county, and 
is owner of more than the two-thirds of the property in the ſaid pariſhes 
of Merſtham and Chipſted; and this deponent further ſaith, he hath ſeveral 
times been preſent at the houſe of the ſaid Milliam 7 olliffe when he hath 
invited his neighbours, and hath always heard the ſaid William 7olliffe 
expreſs an anxious deſire to render them any ſervice, and particularly of 
his wiſh to reduce the unneceſſary expences of maintaining the poor, and 
as the ſaid parith of Meri ham had lately been involved in a very expenſive 
appeal, he hath heard the ſaid Milliam 7olliffe caution them againſt entet- 
ing into li-igation, to which he obferved, ſome of the inhabitants of Ch: 
fed ſeemed much inclined; and this deponent further faith, that he hath 
frequently heard the faid ///ham Felliffe expreſs a defire-to improve his 
eſtates, and is endeavouring to improve them, but no improvements hav- 
ing been effected, he expreſſed a wiſh that no immediate alterations ſhould 
be made in the rates or pariſh taxes, becauſe it might be the occaſion of 
appeals, in which the parties might expend a large ſum eſpecially as the 
eſtate of 7ohn Fanſhawe eſq; is rated much under its value; and this de- 
ponent further ſaith, that he hath aCted as ſteward to the ſaid Milliam 
Folliffe ſince Michaeim?s 1789, and that fince the ſaid William 7o!l:;#e hath 
been poſſeſſed of the ſaid eſtates in the pariſh of CO the whole eſtate 
except about zo acres hath been let to tenants, and that the ſaid 30 acres 
hath frequently been offered to let by the ſaid deponent, and particularly 
to James Fuller one of the other deponents, who was nearly taking the 
ſame; this deponent therefore conceives, that the ſaid 7 illiam Jolliſſè had 
no view, nor could he by keeping the ſaid lands in his own occupation pre- 
vent the rating of other.Jands to their, value; and this deponent further 
faith, that he hath often been conſulted by the ſaid , iiam //olliffe reſpect- 
ing the letting his farms in the ſaid pariſhes of Chipſted and Mer/tham; and 
this deponent has always adviſed the ſaid William Folliſte that no conſider- 
able increaſe could be made in the rents of his farms in the pariſh of Chip- 
ſted; but this deponent conceiving the expence of maintaining the poor 
of the ſaid pariſh to be exceſſivè and unreaſonably great, has always ad- 
viſed the ſaid William 7olliffe that great improvement could be made in his, 
ſaid eſtates if he the ſaid 1/ilham Jolliſe would take upon him the pay- 
ment of all rates due for his lands in the ſaid pariſh, and if honeſt and ac- 
tive perſons were appointed church-wardens and overſeers of the poor 
that would pay proper attention to the expenditure of the money raiſed 
for the relief of the poor; and this deponent further faith, that ſeveral rs | 
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ſons have, to the knowledge of this deponent, made application to hire 
tne lands of the ſaid William olliffe in the ſaid pariſh, and have been de- 
' tirous of having the ſame, but have afterwards objected to taking them on 
account of the exceſſive burthen of the poor-rates of the ſaid parith ; and 
this deponent further ſaith, that it was agreed by the ſaid William Jolliſſẽ 
and his new tenants, that ſuch tenants ſhould reſpectively hold their farms 
free from poor-rates, and that ſuch rates and afleflments ſhould be paid by 
the ſaid William Jolliſfe, that in conſequence of ſuch alteration in the man- 
ner of letting the renis paid for the farms appears greater than the rents 
formerly paid for the fame ; but this deponent further ſaith, that the ac- 
tual ſums to be received, calculating the charges for maintaining the 
poor, the church and highways will, if the ſame miſ-management con- 
tinues, probably be not more than when in the hands of the former te- 
nants, and will certainly be leſs if the pariſh is to be involved in frequent 
ſuits and expenſive litigation ; and this deponent further faith, that he hath _ 
for 6 years, until March laſt, reſided in the liberty of King ſword immedi- 
ately adjoining the ſaid pariſh of CHipſted, and is well acquainted with the 
faid pariſh, and that the poor-rates of the ſaid liberty of Kingſwood are 
only 25. 64. in the pound, whereas the rates for the relief of the poor of 
the ſaid pariſh of Chip/7ed are in the proportion of 5s. in the pound, and 
have been continually increaſing, and are likely to increaſe under the pre- 
ſent management; and this deponent verily believes, that a n. uch leſs ſum 
properly expended, would be ample for the maintenance of the poor of 
the {aid pariſh; and this deponent further ſaith, that to the beſt of his re- 
collection and belief, at the time of the veſtry being held in the ſaid pariſh 
of Chip/ted for the purpoſe of nominating church-wardens for the ſaid pa- 
riſh as mentioned in the affidavit of James Fuller, feohn Reeves and Tho- 
mas Bailey, the ſaid HMilliam Folliffe did not, to the beſt of this deponent's 
recollection, uſe any wrathful or violent language, but that ſeveral of the 
perſons there aſſembled having behaved towards him the ſaid William 
Zolliffe with diſreſpect and ill language, the ſaid William 7olliffe treated 
their behaviour with deriſion and concempt; and this deponent faith, that 
to the beſt of this deponent's recollection and belief, upon a diviſion made 
at the ſaid veſtry reſpecting the appointment of church-wardens, the ſaid 
James Fuller and Johxz Recves were elected to that office by a majority 
of one only; and this deponent further faith, that there was at ſuch veſtry 
a liſt of perſons made proper to ſerve the office of overſeers, and that the 
names of / ohn Shurman, George Clarke and this deponent, were in ſuch 
I, as this deponent believes; and this deponent further ſaith, that he hath 
always heard the fail IJ illiam Jolliſſe expreſs an anxious deſire to benefit 
the ſaid pariſh and all the inhabitants thereof; and that during the courſe 
of the laſt winter he hath heard and believes that the ſaid William Jaliffe 
offered to cloath all the poor children of the ſaid pariſh at his own ex- 
pence, as this deponent hath heard, and believes the perſ.ns who compoſe 
the pariſh meeting and particularly the ſaid James Fuller prevented the 
poor people of the ſafff pariſh from giving any account of their children, 
and induced them to fefuſe the offer of the ſaid William 7ollizffe; and this 
deponent further ſaith, that on or about the month of March laſt the ſmall 
pox was very prevalent ig the neighbourhood of Chig{ea, and A | 
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William Jolliſ directed him this deponent to attend at a veſtry for the 
ſaid pariſh, and to make an offer to innoculate all the poor of the ſaid pa- 
riſh at his own expence, but that the perſons who were at the ſaid veſtry 


refuſed the ſaid offer; and this deponent further ſaith, that he this depo- 


nent hired a farm belonging to the ſaid # illiam Jolliſe in the ſaid parith, 
from Michaelmas 178g, for the term of 14 years, which farm was then 

occupied by one John Bunce, and that this deponent took poſſeſſion of the 
land belonging to the ſaid farm ſoon after Michaelmas 1789, but that the 
ſaid John Bunce was allowed to have part of the ſaid houſe tor the purpoſe 
of threſhing out his corn and expending his fodder until on or about the 
21ſt of March laſt; that on the 2oth of March laſt this deponent ſent his 
children and ſervants into the dwelling houſe of the faid farm, and that this 
deponent flept in the ſaid dwelling houſe ſeveral times after that day, 
that this deponent kept houſe there, and that the children and fervants of 
this deponent conſtantly reſided and ſlept in the ſaid dwelling-houſe from 
the zoth of March, notwithſtanding the family of the ſaid John Bunce 
remained in the ſaid dwelling houſe for ſome ſhott time after the zr ſt of 
| March, being unable to remove therefrom without danger, on account of 
their being ill with the ſmall-pox, but ſince that removal of the ſaid Fab 
Bunce, which happened a ſhort time after this deponent came with his 


Wife and all the remainder of his family, and hath conftantly reſided there- 


in ſince ſuch removal; and that this depunent did therefore conſider him- 
ſelf as a houſeholder in the ſaid pariſh of Chip /fed from the ſaid z iſt of 
March, which is previous to the time of this deponent being appointed 
one of the overſeers of the poor of the ſaid pariſn by the ſaxl Ailliam Fol- 
liffe and the Reverend James Fielding; and this deponent further ſaith, 


he this deponent and John Shurman and George Clarke, the perſons ap- 


pointed overſeers of the poor of the ſaid pariſh, together with this depo- 
nent, by the ſaid William Folliffe and James Fielding, hearing that two 
other perſons had been appointed to the ſaid office by other juſtices of the 
peace of the ſaid county of Surry, were doubtful in what manner they 
were to act with regard to their ſaid office, and that thereupon, for the 
information of this deponent and the ſaid Jen SkEurman and George 
Clarke, as. this deponent verily believes, the ſaid „iin 7oll:ffe conſulted 
WWilkam Adam, eſq; barriſter at law, upon that ſubject, and gave a copy 
of the caſe laid before the ſaid Milliam Adam, and of the ſaid V illiam 


Adam's opinion thereon, to this deponent, and the ſaid 7obn Shurman 


and George Clarke, for their direction in that affair, in which the ſaid 
William Adam adviſed the perſon firſt appointed to the ſaid office of over- 


ſeers of the poor of the ſaid pariſh to act in the ſaid office by making a rate 


for the relief of the poor of the faid pariſh ; and this deponent further ſaith, 


that this deponent and the ſaid George Clarke and the faid John Shurmon. 


| had ſeveral converſations together upon the ſubject of making a rate for 
the relief of the poor of the faid pariſh, but that no rate was at any of 
thoſe times agreed upon amongſt them, or made by them, nor hath any 
rate yet been made by them; and this deponent further faith, that he and 
the ſaid John Shurman could not act as overſeers of the poor becauſe the 


ſaid George Clarke would not act, and becauſe the late overſeers refuſed to 


deliver them the books and accounts; and this deponent furthef faith, that 
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in the different converſations which this deponent hath had with the ſaid 
W illiam Joliiſte reſpecting the making a rate for the relief of the poor of 
the faid pariſh, the ſaid H iliam Folliffe hath always deſired that ſuch rate 
ſhould be made by this deponent and the ſaid 7ohbn Shurman and George 
Clarke, as they ſhould think proper and ſhould appear to them te be juſt 
and right; and this deponent further ſaith, that he verily believes that the 
ſaid William Jolliffe hath ſeveral] times offered to maintain all the poor of 
the ſaid pariſh at one half of the money which has been annually expended 
in the maintenance of the ſaid poor; and this deponent further ſaith, that 
he was appointed one of the e of the land- tax for the pariſh of Chip- 
fied for this year 1790, and that he aſſeſſed the lands of the ſaid & illiam Jol- 
lige according to the increaſed rents, and the ſaid / :/am 7olliffe being 
diſlatisfied with ſuch aſſeſſment appealed to the commiſlioners of the land- 
tax at the laſt day of appeal, when the ſaid commiſſioners, being five pre- 
ſent, on a full hearing, allowed the appeal of the faid Viiliam, 7, and 
ordered the rate to ſtand as heretofore; and this deponent doth expreſsly 
affirm, and maketh oath, that neither in making a rate for the Jand-tax 
of the relief of the poor, would he have allowed himſelf to be influenced 
againſt his judgment by the ſaid //Uliam Jolliſfe or any other perſon. 
Sworn at eben in the county of Surry the 25th day of Ofober 


1790, before me | 
90, 2 Thomas Packham. 
A. Broughton, commiſſioner, &c. 


— —— — — 


Mr. JOLLIFFE's Affidavit in Exculpation. 
[The affidavit of Mr. Jolliſe read.] 


The ſaid defendant William Follife maketh oath and faith, that in or 
about the year 1788, he this deponent agreed to purchaſe a very conſider- 
able eſtate in the county of Surry, a part of which is ſituate in the pariſh 
of Chipſted in the ſaid county; that this deponent upon his taking poſſeſ- 
ſion of the ſaid eſtate found that the rate or aſſeſſment made for the relief 
of the poor of the ſaid pariſh of Chigfed was extremely high, being to the 
amount of 5 s. in the pound or thereabouts, on the rack-rents, &c, adjoin- 
ing pariſhes not paying more than 35. in the pound or thereabouts, and 
he had great reaſon to imagine that the money raiſed for the relief of the 
poor was very laviſhly expended; and this deponent's eſtate being very 
conſiderable, and conceiving that it would tend to the general advantage 
of the pariſhioners reſiding in the ſaid pariſh, that the money raiſed for 
the relief of the poor of the ſaid pariſh ſhould be expended with frugality, 
he determined to make every inveſtigation, and to purſue every lawful 
means in his power to promote a reduction in the expences relative to the 
| 5 poor 
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of this deponent, the ſaid George Clarke being a ſubltantial perſon and pay · 
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poor of the ſaid pariſh; that in conſequence of ſuch his determination this 
deponent had ſeveral converſations with the pariſhioners of Chi7/ted aforeſaid 
on this ſubject, and much of the converſation ſaid to have paſſed between 
this deponent and James Fuller to the beſt of this deponent's recollection 
and belief which by the evidence of the faid / ames Fuller happened near 


eight months prior to the appointment on which the preſent information 


is founded, was relative to the rates or aſſeſſments for the relief of the poor 
of Chip/led aforeſaid, then to be made by tae then owners, in which, if 
alterations had taken place as to the deponent's eſtates in the ſaid pariſh, 
much diſpute and poſſible litigation would to this deponent's belief have 
ariſen; and this deponent further ſaith, that as this deponent has been in- 
formed and believes, that according to the cuſtom of the county of Syrzy 


and by the uniform deciſions of the courts of quarter- ſeſſions in that 
_ county, improvements of eſtates in the hands of the improver, are not 
liable to be taxed or rated, and that as this deponent beheves to the beſt 
of his recollection, at this diſtance of time, the words of this deponent 


reſpecting his appealing againſt any increaſe of rates, alluded principally 
to improvements of lands in his own occupation not only in the pariſh of 

Need, but generally through his eſtate, and this is Jo lated by jaid 
James Fuller; and this deponent further faith, with reſpect to the con- 
verſation alluded to with %u Reeves, it appears do be ſtated in the evi- 
dence of the ſaid John Reeves to relate only to an objection to being rated 
at the nominal rent for ſuch eſtates as this deponent had agreed to let free 
from taxes, and which rate therefo:e fo far as this deponent paid taxes 
would have been a rate upon the tax, to which mode of rating this depo- 
nent humbly conceives he had a right to object, and to appeal to the 
proper court for redreſs; and this deponent further ſaith, that the two 
church-wardens, namely, James Fuller and John Reeves, were, as he 
believes, totally inimical to any object that could be propoſed by this de- 
ponent, the ſaid James Fuller and Zohn Reeves being appointed church- 


| wardens of Chip/ted aforeſaid in oppoſition to his this deponent's wiſhes, 


this deponent could not expect to obtain from them any aſſiſtance ; this 
deponent's object therefore of preventing the waſteful expenditure of the 
paniſh money, could only be effected by the joint and unanimous con- 
currence of all the three overſeers of the poor; and this deponent further 
faith, that in appointing the overſeers of the poor, he ſelected men of 
property, over whom he could have no undue influence; and this depo- 
nent further ſaith, to the beſt of his belief, George Clarke one of the over - 
ſeers of the ſaid pariſh of Chip/ted, by him appointed, was by trade a 
miller, and poſſeſſed of conſiderable landed property, the whole of which, 
as this deponent believes, was in his own occupation, and for which he 
alſo conceives the faid George Clarke paid all parochial taxes, and the faid 


George Clarke, as this deponent hath heard and believes, rented a conſi- 
derable farm of William Lambert, eſq; one of the proſecutors in this 


cauſe, for which the ſaid George Clarke himſelf paid the parochial taxes; 
and further, that the ſaid George Clark rented only fourteen pounds 
per annum of this deponent, for which he alſo paid parochial taxes, 
ſo that it was evidently againſt the intereſt of the (aid George Clarke 
to have conſented that any partial rate ſhould have been made in favour 


ing 
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ing alſo parochial taxes; this deponent conſidered him as a proper perſon 
and the moſt fo that could be fixed upon to effect the deſirable object of leſ- 
ſening the expences of maintaining the poor in the ſaid pariſhof Chip/ted : 
and this deponent further ſaith, that Zohn Shurman, another of the over- 
ſeers of Chip/tcd aforeſaid, appointed by him, had taken a leaſe of the 
whole farm, which he rents of this deponent, for the term of ſeven years, 
prior to the making the ſaid appointment of overſeers, on which this infor- 
mation is founded: and that this deponent had not any undue influence 
over the ſaid John Shurman; and that Thomas Pact ham, the other over- 
jeer is, as this deponent believes, a man of unimpeachable and irre- 
roachable character, and incapable, as this deponent believes, of becom-. 
ing a party for any illegal purpoſe of making a partial rate: and this de- 
ponent further ſaith, that he humbly conceives no unjuſt purpoſe of his 
tor making a partial rate, could have been carried into execution without 
all the faid three overſeers had united in making ſuch rate, which, if partial, 
muſt have been diametrically oppoſite to the intereſt of the ſaid George 
Carte: and this deponent further ſaith, that there being no poor hats 
in the pariſh of Chirxfted, and a very proper houſe for that purpoſe 
in the pariſh of Merſibam, the adjoining pariſh, one great object of this 
deponent was to maintain the poor of the two pariſhes in one and the ſame 
. houſe, by which a great ſaving would be made, and the tax of the ſaid pa- 
riſh would be conſiderably leflened, to the great benefit of the pariſhioners 
of Chip/ted aforeſaid : and for that purpoſe this deponent called one or 
more meetings at his houſe, of the inhabitants of the two pariſhes, in or- 
der to conſult thereupon ; but from the oppoſition given by perſons ini- 
mical to any reform in the expenditure of the money raiſed for the poor, the 
fame was not carried into effect: and this deponent further ſaith, that to the 
beſt of his recollection and belief, he never applied to the ſaid George 
Clarke to take upon him the office of overſeer until after the appointment 
had been made: and this deponent further faith, that the refuſal of the 
faid John Shurman, Thomas Packham, and George Clarke, to take on them 
the office of overſeers of the poor of the ſaid pariſh of Chipſted, is, he hum- 
bly conceives, the ſtrongeſt proof that this deponent had no undue influence 
over their conduct ; for if they would have made a rate, as this deponent 
wiſhed them to do in conformityto the opinion of counſel], ( William Adam, 
Eſq; a barriſter at law, practiſing in this court) this deponent never could 
have been charged with making a fraudulent rate, becauſe the impartiality 
of the rate would then have appeared on the face of it : and this deponent 
further ſaith, that ſince the purchaſe of the ſaid eſtate at Ch pſted, he offered 
at his own expence, to cloath the poor children of the ſaid parifth of Chip- 
ſted, which he intended to do annually ; and alſo to innoculate the poor of 
the ſaid pariſh; and which ofer was communicated to the overſeers of the 
poor; but who declined to accept the offer : and this deponent further faith, 
that although he is owner of nearly one-half of the ſaid pariſh of Qipſted; 
yet that no one of his tenants have ſince he has become the owner thereof, 
been appointed churchwarden or overſcer of the poor: and this deponent 
further ſaith, that after the trial of the cauſe on which he is now ſuffering 
impriſonment, it was expreſsly agreed by the ſollicitor for the proſecution, 
and fo underſtood by the counſel then preſent, that the preſent informa- 
tion ſhould be no further proceeded in, and that the pwn? it to * 
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during the time this deponent was confined, created the greateſt injury to 
this deponent and unhappineſs to hiinſelf and family: and this deponent 
further ſaith, that ſo underſtanding that this proſecution would be dropt; 
andin order to do my thing that could be required of him, he with- 
drew the appeal which had been before the ſaid trial, entered againſt the 
rate for the relief of the poor of the ſaid pariſh of Chipſted and this depo- 
nent further ſaith, that he has already paid to Mr. Bryant, his late ſollici- 
tor, above 1000 ] for the defence againſt this and the former proſecution. 


* 


Mr. JoLLIFFE's Speech to the Court. 


Mr. 7ollife.—* My Lords, in the very unhappy ſituation in which I 
ſtand, with infinite anxiety upon my mind; and having laboured under 
much indiſpoſition ſince I have been in confinement, you will, I am ſure 
reaſonably believe that I cannot ſpeak with that degree of accuracy | 
ought to do, nor ſtate to you ſo fully as I would wiſh, the circumſtances 
of my cafe. I muſt therefore implore your pardon, for any thing that 
may eſcape from me that ought not. My Lords I am to look to you as 
the fountain of juſtice. If my conduct hath been that which deſerves pu- 
niſhment, let me bear it; if, on the contrary, I can make it appear to 
your ſatisfaction that I have not only not done that which was corrupt 
and baſe ; but in my ſituation have done that which it was my duty to 
do, I reft, my Lords, aſſured, (and I ſpeak with more confidence on 
that account), that I ſhall receive from you ſomething that ſhall be equal 
to an acquittal. I have not to plead the excuſe either of youth or igno- | 
rance. I know that a juſtice of the peace may be one of the greateſt 
bleſſings to the country in which he reſides; and I know that he may 
be one of the greateſt curſes to ſociety. Undoubtedly therefore it well be- 
comes you to watch over the conduct of perſons fo intruſted. I do not 
pretend to ſay that I have acted from raſhneſs; it would be no excuſe for 
me if I had; I certainly acted from the pureſt motives and moft upright 
intentions; it is impoſſible for any man to think me more guilty than I 
 ſhouid think myſelf if any thing like the charge brought againſt me was 
really and ſubſtantially true, becauſe I ſhould not only be the vileft of 
perſons under my circumſtances, but the moſt ungrateful to that exalted- 
and high character, to that noble perſon who appointed me a juſtice of the 
peace. When I purchaſed the property J poſſeſs in the county of Surry, 
that noble perſon was pleaſed (on the ſlighteſt ſuggeſtion of mine) to ap- 
point me ſingly to that office. I was not recommended; it was his own 
goodneſs that placed me in that ſituation. . I had fat in parliament ſeve- 
ral years with him; and if he had ſeen that baſeneſs in my diſpoſition, that 
has been attributed to me (moſt unjuſtly) if he could have thought that 
Mr. 7oll;fe could have been guilty of ſuch conduct, he would not have 
given me his countenance. y So J have been moſt cruelly and 
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moſt groſsly traduced. I have been repreſented as a perſon who bought his 
eſtate merely to raiſe the rents, and then to fell it. Good God, my Lords, 
I could not have done it if it had been my diſpoſition, I bought it for the 

urpoſe of living in that county, and leaving it to my poſterity, 1 hope 
— My Lords, with reſpect to the caſe immediately before you, I 
will now proceed to make out to you, even in the firſt inſtance, that it was 
impoſſible I could have in view the object attributed to me. I do not 
mean, under technical terms, to deny the act J have done. I ſhould be 
aſhamed ſtanding here before you to tell an untruth. I certainly made the 
appointment with an intent it ſhould have effect; my counſel thought pro- 
per to offer you a point reſers ed by the judge of aſſize, that was e 
my ſuggeſtion; I rather thought it was improper ſo to do, becauſe 
| ry des made the appointment, intending it ſhould have effect. Un- 
der the circumſtances in which J ſtood it was impoſſible I could carry 
into execution the defirable object of the reformation of the pariſh, but 
by appointing three overſeers. The two churchwardens were decidedly 
averſe to any propoſition I could make, though they would be benefitted 
in ſome degree by a reduction of the expences of the poor: but, my 
Lords, I believe in all places ſomething like Politics has an effect on 
mens” minds, that it is a wrong thing to ſupport a right meaſure brought 
forward by people whoſe diſpoſition in general we diſapprove. The church- 
wardens diſapproved of me; they were of another party; and therefore 
they could not believe that I would give fupport to meaſures which were 
to their advantage. I was therefore under the neceſſity of appointing 
three overſeers; for unleſs 1 had a majority, no reform in the waſteful ex- 
penditure of the pariſh money could be effected. One of the perſons that 
was appointed | could have no poſlible influence over, and the contrar 
might be inferred from the ſituation in which he ſtood ; It was almo 

| impoſſible, but entirely improbable, to ſuppoſe that Mr. Clarke could 
| | give aſſiſtance to me for the making a fraudulent rate; he is a miller of 
fi very conſiderable property: he rents of the proſecutor a very conſt- 
1 derable farm, for which he pays parochial taxes: he is an occupier 
9 alſo of his own eſtate, for which he pays parochial taxes. This 
Mr. Clarke I have never dealt with; he ſupplied Mr. Fanſhawe with 
F! all the flour conſumed in his family: he is alſo a grocer and chand- 
f er, and ſupplied him with thoſe articles. I had no more influence over 


him than any of the gentlemen wha. ſtand here; but I appointed 


him becauſe 1 thought him moſt likely of any man whatever to re- 
duce the expences of maintaining the poor. Mr. Clarke was not at 
all linked in their politics; and 1 knew too that he was not particu- 
larly partial or friendly to me. He was a middle man, and I pro- 
teſt ſolemnly I had not the leaſt idea of influencing him, conceiving he 
| would do what was right. With reſpect to Mr. Shurman, he was a 
tenant of mine, and had his farm under leaſe, not a very beneficial one. 
I I had no particular influence over him; with reſpec to the other man, he is 
certainly my bailiff; he is a very ſenſible man, and a man of very unimpeach- 
able integrity, and a man of the utmoſt uprightneſs : if I thought other- 
Wife, he ſhould not pay and receive the large ſums he does for me. 
| Therefore there could not be a probability of my appointing Mr. — 
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for the purpoſe of making a corrupt rate, and unleſs Mr. Carte would 
have concurred, there could not be a corrupt rate made: it could not 
have been made good or bad without the concurrence of the majority 
of the pariſh officers; therefore there muſt have been Mr. Carte on 
either ſide to have ſo concurred. Now can it be ſuppoſed that Mr.“ 
Clarke would have made ſuch rate to oblige me; and would have done 
an act ſo injurious to himſelf, for he paid the pariſh rates: that he would 
have diſobliged his particular cuſtomer and friend, Mr. Fanſbaue can 
any perſon imagine that 1 could have had that influence over him to 
make a rate whereby he was to injure himſelf, and diſoblige his landlord, 
Oc. Mr. Fanſhawe. I am ſure there were many other perſons more likely to 
have anſwered ſuch a purpoſe ; he was the laſt man I could have pitched 
upon if I had any ſuch thing in my contemplation; can any man therefore 
(conſidering the ſubject impartially) ſuppoſe that I am ſo perfectly idiotiſh 
as to appoint, (with a view to a corrupt act) that man of all men moſt under 
the controul of others and leaſt under mine. My Lords there is a pretty 
| ſtrong proof that I had not any influence over any of them, which ws 
that they would not act at all. I could not perſuade them to do that which 
was right, much leſs could I perſuade them to do that which was 
wrong. By ſuch conduct am I brought into the very unfortunate ſitua- 
tion in which I ſtand ; for if they would have made a rate, their conduct 
would have been plain to all the world, and I could not have been brought 
here under the charge of appointing them for the purpoſe of making a 
corrupt and fraudulent rate ; I hope you go with me in this. My Lords, 
having now ſtated to you the ſituation in which theſe people ſtood 
. reſpecting me; and how perfectly improbable it was that I could have ap- 
pointed them with this view; what is the object | was to gain? The other 
pariſh officers, for theſe people would not act. The pariſhofficers appointed 
by the gentlemen that act at Reigate, have, ſince that time, made a rate, 
and you may eaſily ſuppoſe that they have not ſpared any thing that they 
conceive I may have encreaſed my eſtate. You may eaſily ſuppoſe that 
they have rated me to the very utmoſt that they think they ought to do. 
Now, my Lords, the utmoſt that they have ſaid my eſtate is increaſed 
is 66 J. 105. a year. Now I never heard of a rate heing made 
for any of the pariſhes, at more than 1 s. in the pound, therefore, all 
this wickedneſs, all this fraud, all this baſenefs attributed to me, was to 
_ a rate in my favour of 3 J. 65. 6 d. that was the utmoſt I could 
ave gained on their own ſtatement, and yet all this was liable to appeal, 
it was all liable to expence, it was all liable to conteſt ten times more 
than any thing I could have gained by it. The quarter ſeſſions would 
have ſet aſide the rate, juſtice would have been done to the parties, 
and I could not have gained any thing if I had it in view; but.ſuppoſ- 
ing I had gained all 1 could have wiſhed, 3 J. 6s. 64. is the utmoſt, 
and my Lords, give me leave to aſk, is it in the mind of man to conceive 
that I could fo ſtep out of the way, ſo much leſſen and degrade myſelf, - 
and ſubje& myſelf to all this miſery for 3/. 6 5. 64. therefore, ſetting aſide 
the improbability of Mr. Clarke acting with me, I apprehendir is actually 
impoſſible that any man could have been fo idiotiſh as I am repreſented” 
to be; my Lords, now with your permiſſion, (for | mean to give the ful- 
leſt extent that the adverſaries againſt me can poſſibly aſk,) I will take 
the evidence as they have _ it, and 1 will be bound to ſhew _ of 
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their own evidence, there is not any thing like a proof of corruption in my 
conduct. Mr. Fuller ſtates, that I told him that I had a great eſtate in the 
pariſh of Chip/ed, that I called it one of my pariſhes; my Lords, it is no 
great offence I hope, in any perſon to ſay, that they conceive ſuch a 
ng where they have a very large property, is one of their pariſhes ; 

y one of my pariſhes, I mean, that it is a place that I take under my 
protection ; he ſays, that I told him, I intended to make a conſiderable 
improvement in my eſtate, but what that improvement might be, 

I could not tell; I did not ſtate the nature of the. improvement, 
no indeed, I did not; now to any one who underſtands the Englih 
language, which Mr. Fuller certainly does not, it 1s impoſlble if 
he had talked of improvement, that he could have meant raiſing of 
rents, raiſing of rents is not an improvement, it is the cultivation of 
timber, it is the draining lands, it is chalking of lands, it is ſowing 
lands with thoſe things that are moit benehcial ; theſe my Lords, are im- 
provements, and any man, who underſtands Angie could only ſo inter- 
pret what I ſaid. It is | underſtand, an univerſal practice in the county 
of Surry, that improvements in the hands of the improver, are not liable 
to be rated, and fo I underſtand, you have determined on an application 
made here. | 8 = 

Lord Chief Juſtice. We certainly never decided it, we only ſaid the 
court of quarter ſeſſions were the ſole judges of what was the rate. 
Mr. elif . — Then I have been miſinformed, but however nobody 
will deny that I am right in my firſt poſition, that it is the univerſal 
Opinion of the county of Surry, that if perſons were to berated immediately 
on valuation for improvements in their own hands, it would open. a door 
to conteſt, and be a bar to all improvement whatever, no man would im- 
2 his land, if he was to be liable to ſurveyors ſetting an eſtimation on 

is improvements; I am-continually, and ſhall I dere ſay, as long as I 
live, be attending to ſuch improvements, I am encouraging timber, 1 
am laying lands down to graſs, I am now carrying theſe things into 
execution, and for which 1 certainly conceive, while in my occupa- 
tion, I am not liable to be cs ; the only object I had in view 
by this appointment, namely, the reducing the expences of the poor, 
was a great article of improvement in my eſtate and could only be 
effected by this means. My Lords, it is my duty, I could not ex- 
cuſe myſelf, if J were not to ſtate to you fully the whole of my 
mind on this ſubject, if I were not to prove to you, I have done what 
was my duty, Mr. Reeves, ſtates that I refuſed to let my lands 
„ unleſs he would take them tax-free, for me to pay the tax, he ſaid it 
was uſually paid by the tenants, that he did not underſtand taking 
« lands in that manner, but that I ſaid I would pay the taxes myſelt, 
that I ſaid, I would not be increaſed in thoſe taxes.” Surely there 
is nothing improper in this. Suppoſing I had a farm let at 125 J. a year, 
the taxes for which amount to 25. a year. I :m not liable to 
be rated for that 2c/. becauſe it is a tax, and in that caſe would 
be a tax on a tax. Tekin he ſpeaks as if I had held out 1 
language, as if I meant to awe them into any thing that I wante 
them to do; the manner in which an expreſſion is uſed totally varies the 
fende of it. The fact is, I ſaid to Reeves, as to this T mull appeal, ag 
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ber particularly uſing . this expreſſion, ©< when you once begin to 
E 


<« appeal, you will go to the quarter ſeſſions, and from thence to Mg 
85 1 and when you get there, for any thing I know, it may 
<« coft you 10001. That was the way in which I expreſſed myſelf. 
My Lords, I have explained this converſation with Fuller and Reeves, I 
have ſtated, and ſhewn that my converſation with Fuller related to im- 
provements, and not to increaſe of rent, and his evidence cannot but be 
ſo underſtood ; Reeves's evidence is expreſs, that I would appeal, if rated 


for encreaſe of rent, on account of parochial taxes paid by me, which un- 
doubtedly are not rateable. This is the whole of the evidence againſt me. 


Let me my Lords alk you, is there one word of this evidence, that ſbetus that 
I was in any reſpect intere/led, in any rate that could be made, that I ap- 
plied to any of theſe perſons for the purpoſe of making any rate, or that I 
could in this appointment, have any corrupt or baſe view? I underſtand 
what influenced the minds of the jury, was the ſtatement of my conduct 


to the veſtry. My Lords, I have been repreſented as the moſt oppreſſive 


wretch that ever appeared. | 
But the object of a particular perſon has been to drive me from the 


county. Much ſtreſs has been laid that I ſaid in the veſtry, I would bring 


them to their ſenſes,” I expreſſed myſelf thus,“ you perfectly miſunder- 
<« {tand me, I mean to do good to you, I mean to ferve — I mean to 
* reſtrict the expenditure of the parith money, I hope I ſhall make you ſen- 


l ſibleof my good intentions, and I hope, I Gall br 0 to your ſenſes.” 


My Lords, ſome of the inhabitant: of this little pariſh are not unlike ſome 
more important men, there are thoſe in that place as in this country, that 
think there ought to be a ſubverſion of all government, I think thoſe 


people completely out of their ſenfes, and if 1 had any opportunity to 


peak to them, I ſhould tell them, © you are completely out of your 
« ſenſes, you are really erroneous in this, and I hope, I ſhall make you 
„ ſenſible of your error.” My Lords, if there is any thing more, I ſhould 
be glad to explain it, but I do not recollect any other thing that has been 
ſtated as improper in my converſation at the pariſh meeting. My Lords, 
this proſecution has been carried on with a great deal of violence and aſ- 
perity, what the object of it has been, it is not for me to ſay; but I hope, I 
have now ſtated to you, (though in a ſtyle perfectly unadorned, yet at 
at the ſame time) in ſuch a manner, as to convince you that I had not 
the view, and the motive that has been aſcribed to me. My Lords, in 
your hands every thing that is valuable, and that is dear to me, now 
reſts, not only my Lords, what is dear to me, but dear to my children. 
If you think of my conduct as I am ſure it was, you will acquit me 


by ſome means of the charge, and redeem me from the unjuſt imputa- 


tion which has been attempted to be thrown on me. I ought perhaps, my 
Lords, to ſay a word of the manner in which I was placed in the com- 
miſſion of the peace, the circumſtances of which, I take it, gave par- 
ticular offence to ſome perſons in the neighbourhood, and it was thought, 
meant to do ſome injurious act to a gentleman, the clerk to the juſtices 
there, a Mr. Barnes; I ſhewed no ſuch diſpoſition, but I was the only per- 
ſan that reſided there, and was the only perſon that could know any thing 
of that neighbourhood, the gentlemen who came to act at Reigate, did not 
treat me with any degree of decent civility, and I had therefore no rea- 
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fon to hope for their concurrence in this neceſſary appointment of three 
| overſeers, without which, this important reform could not be produced; 
My Lords, I have I hope, truly, ſtated the caſe, and whatever 
your judgment may be, it will be my duty to receive it with pa- 
tience and reſignation, but at the ſame time, I muſt ſay that the juſtices 
of the peace in this kingdom, are in the moſt calamitous and unhappy 
fituation, indeed, if they are liable to be proſecuted for acts that they 
' conceive to be right, becauſe they are ſuppoſed to be inimical to 


a very rich, or a very powerful attorney, in the neighbourhood. 
I can only bow to your judgment, truſting and confiding 


My Lords, 
that you will think (conſidering what I have faid,) that | have done no- 


thing but what is perfectly right. 


INI S. 
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